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. Ii Trionfo de git Acidi, &%c. The Triumph of Acides vindi.- 
: _ cated from the Calumnies of feveral Moderns. A Philofo- 
phical and Medicinal Treatife, founded upon Chimical Prin- 
ciples, confirmed by divers Experiments, oppofed to the Sy- 
ftem and Prattice of the new Followers of Democritus and 
Epicurus, and divided into Four Books. By Martin Poli, 
: Chymift at Rome, and Fellow of the Royal Academy of 
Sciences at Paris, &%c.. Printed at Rome, by George Placho, 
Ingraver and Letter-cafter, &c. 1706. in 4°. page 463. 





R. Pol not having been able to communicate to the Gen- 
tlemen of the Royal Academy of Sciences, his new 
Difcoveries, at the Times they were made, for want of conve- 
nient opportunities, has thought fit to colle€t them into one 
Body, and to compofe this Volume of them 5 which we are to 
look upon as the effe&t of his Obtervations, and particular Ex- 
petiments, that he expofes to the Judgment of the Publick. 
. Being a Chymift by Proféflion, he declares himfelf'in this Work 
a zealous Partifan of the Chimical Principles, without rejecting 
however, the common Elements of the Peripateticks, and he 
undertakes to demonftrate the abfurdiry (to fay no worfe) of 
Eeees 2 the 


















ee eS ee 


Se Bh 








768 The Corks of the Learned, 
the Mechanick Principles, efpoufed by the new Philofophers, 
who follow Defcartes and Gafjendus. Yn particular, he is great- 
ly difpleafed at the Author ot the new Syftem De Fibra Motrice 
€7 Morbofa, i. e. Of the Fibre confider’d as the caufe of Motion 
and Difeafes. And he does not icem to be greatly convinced of 
the InHucnce of the Membranes of the Brain upon all the folid 
Parts, any more than of the pretended Efficacy of the Eguii- 
brium, Ofcillation, Grinding, Filtration, and other Properties 
attributed to thofe Organs. Thefe are all Terms to which he 
can no ways be reconciled, and that, in his opinion, can-never 
jead to any confiderable Difcovery, either in Natural Philofophy 
or Medicine. He muft have Leavens, Fermentation, Animal 
Spirits, Natural Heat, a Seminal Virtue, &c. Without all this 
Train, he thinks nothing is effe€ted in Nature , and upon this 
Foot ’tis eafie to imagine that he.cannot be an Enemy to fubftan- 
tial Forms; and accordingly wefind he hasa great Refpe& and 
Inclination tor them. He complains in his Preface of the Abufes 
which daily creep into the. Study and Pra€tice of Medicine, by 
reafon of the Mechanic Principles upon which they pretend to 
found the whole Syftem of Animal Bodies. He is very much 
difgufted at the Lasguage of moft Phyficians of thefe Times, 
who in their Explication of Diftempers, talk of nothing but 
Obftru€tions of the Strainer, of a difordered Texture, the di- 
ftin&tion of the Equilibrium, the curdling of the Fluids, and 
efpecially of the Exaltation of Acids, Which like fo many fharp 
Knives cut and tear the Veflels, as they fancy, while their 
Points being fixed in the little Globules of the Blood, and other 
Liquors caufé them to thicken. But that which moft excites 
his Indignation, is to find thofé Gentlemen fo infatuated with 
thofé fine Notions, that in curing Diftempers they never talk of 
re{toring the Spirits, of fortifying the Leayens, and furnifhing 
the Natural Heat with a proper Aliment 5 but only bufie them- 
{elves in abforbing thofe imaginary Acids, which they look upon 
as the Caufes of abundance of Difeafes 5. for which reafon they 
clieve the ufe of them to be fo pernicious in Medicine, that 
they banifh them wholly out of their Pra&tice. °Tis therefore 
with a defign to reconcile thefé Phyficians to them, and to re-- 
{tore their Reputation in the Cure of Difeafes, thar M. Po/: 
refolved to publifh this new Treatife and ’tis direétly in this 
Senfe that he propofes here to make thofe Acids triumph: For 
as to what concerns the internal Part of the Animal Oeconomy 
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for January, 1707. 769 
in Health or Sicknefs, he is fo far from having them triumph 
there, that he degrades them without Mercy. °Twas ccnveni- 
ent to premife this in the firft place for the Reader’s Information, 
that the true meaning of the Title of the Book might not be 
mifunderftood. 

Qur Author divides his Work into Four Parts. In the Firft, 
he labours with all his Might to eltablith the Chimical Princi- 
In the Second, he endeavours to deftroy the Mechanic 
Principles, or the Do&trine of Corpufcies and Atoms. He {pends 
the Third Part in making ufe of his own Hypothefis, for the 
Explication of the principal Animal Fun@iions. And in the Laff, 
he gives an Effay concerning the manner of curing feveral Dif 
eafes, and how to difcover their Caufes, in the ule of, his Hy- 
pothefis. This we fhall account for in as few Words as we 
can. 
’ a. M. Poli begins his firft Book, confifting of 32 Chapters, 
with a Brief Deicription of Chimittry ; after which he treats 
of Fermentation in general, the caufe of which he attributes to 
an univerfal Acid Spirit, capable to infinuate itfelf into all Bo- 
dies, and by its natural Activity, to excite there an Agitation a- 
mong their Principles or ef{ential Parts, from whence a new de- 

ree of Perfection refults in thofe mixed Bodies. He acknow- 

fedees two forts of Fermentation; Naetsra/, which he defines 
to be a concourfe of the univerfal Spirit with the Seminal virtue 
of each Body; and Artifcia/, which is the Work of Chimiliry; 
perform’d by Difficlution and Coagulation. He confiders Cor- 
ruption as a depraved Fermentation, produc’d by a Principle. 
dire€tly oppofite to that of good Fermentation: Now this Prin- 
ciple is no other than Alcali Salt, both fixed and volatile. So 
that, according to our Author, Acids and Alcali are the two 
grand Agents of Nature. 

After he has difcours’d of the principal Operations of Chi-’ 
miftry, which are Diftillation, Sublimation, Solution, &¢. he 
comes to confider the Principles of Natural Bodies ; and pafiing’ 
flightly over the firft Principles, which are Matterof Form; as 
likewife over the fecond, that are the Four common klements, 
and which he acknowledges himfelf to admite without welt 
comprehending them ; he attempts to explain to us the neareft ° 
Principles, as being moft obvious to the Senfes, and coniequent- 
ly tothe Underitanding: For he is throughly perfwaded of 
the truth of this Axiom, that Nibd eff ia intelletia, gaod now 
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prius fuerit in fenfu, 3.e. There is nothing in the Under- 
landing, which was not firf let in by the Senfes. 

“He neither agrees with Lachemizs about the number of thefe 
Principles, who allows but two of them, Acid and Alcal: ; 
nor with Wilts, and fome other Moderns, who reckon up 
Five, Ssirit, Salt, Ol, Earth, and Water. He choofes rather 
in this point ro aflent to the Authority of the Hermetic Chi- 
mifts, confirmd, as be fays, by Experience, which evidently 
difcover to us, that the neareft Matter of all Bodies is Sas, 
Sulphur, and Mercury, dilterently mixed and compounded with 
Farth, which ought to be look’d upon as a Principle purely 
Paffvejand a fort of univerfal Alarrix. Me 

To fet in a clear Light the Exiftence of thofe Principles, 
-and to demonitrate that they are not the Work of Fire, he pro- 
duces a Chimical Analyfis of Guaiacum, and one of Nuitre. 
The Principles drawn from the former being united again, 
and digetted over a gentle Fire, to caufe a more exa& Mix- 
ture of them, feparate themfelves by a fecend Diftillation the 
fame as they were before. And Spirit of Nitre united again 
to its fixed Sa/t and Earth, produces a Nitre alrogether like 
the former: From whence our Author concludes, that thefe 
Principles are not the »Produftions of the Fire. The Confe- 
quence may be juftas to the Nitre, and yet not very convincing 
with refpett to the Guatacum. 

M. Poli examines next his Three Principles fingly, and begins. 
with the Salt, of which he makes Two Kinds, Acid and Alcali, 
The Acid Salts are much commended by him, ’tis they, if we 
may believe him, which give the Form and Effence to all mix’d 
Bodies, they are the elde/t Off-{pring of the Sun, the Promoters 
of all Fermentation, the true Balm of Nature, whereby all Bodies 
are preferved, and the beft and moft precious Thing in the World. 

e makes four forts of Acids, viz. faline, nitrous, vitriolous, 
and alluminous, and tells the Properties which diftinguifh them 
from Alcalies, that are fufficiently known. As to the latter he 
makes three Kinds of them, fixed, volatile, and terrene. From 
thence he paflés to the Sulphur, and then to the Mercury, which 

‘he confounds with Elementary Waters; after this he explains, 
according to his own Syftem, fome Phenomena depending upon 
the A€tion of thefe Principles, viz. the Diffolution of Metals 
and fome other Bodies by Acids, that of Fat by Alcalies, &&c. 
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for January, 1707. 77° 
II. The fecond Book is divided into’33 Chapters, and defign’d 
ta confute the Mechanick Principles. He fhews firft in what 
thefe Principles confift, and efpecially the Elements of M. des 
Cartes, founded upon this Hypothefis, That Extenfion is the 
Effence of Matter, and&that we aresto fuppofe no other Modifi- 
cations in Bodies than Motion, Reft, Figure, and the Difpofition 
of the different Corpufcles of which they are compos’. He 
omits not to oppofe to all this the Obje€tions which have been 
reply’d to a Hundred times, and a Hundred to that, and which 
don’t appear here to be fupported by any Argument from whence 
they may acquire new Strength againft the Mechanick Syf{tem. 
’Tis to this we muft always have reconrfe when we wou’d reafon 
from clear and diftin& Idea’s, and are not in the Humour to fa- 
tisfy our felves with fpecious Terms, but for moft part void of 
Senfe. And our Author himfelf, norwithftanding his Prevention, 
has on fome Occafions recourfe to Motion, Subtilty, and the Dif- 
a of the Particles, for the Explanation of certain natural 
s 


The greateft Inconvenience which he finds in this way of philo- 
fophizing is the Abufe which he pretends is made of it in apply- 
ing it to living Bodies, and attempting to affign the Reafon of 
every Thing, even that which is moft aftonifhing, which hap- 
pens there, by a coarfe fort of Mechanifm borrow’d trom Mills 
and. other fuch like Machines, where all the Talk is of Sieves 
and Prefles. He maintains that nothing of this nature is to be 
met with either in Plants or Animals; and as for the latter,whofe 
feveral Glands the. Mechanick Philofophers have been ufed to 
look upon as fo many Strainers, which by the different Configu- 
ration of their Pores tranfmit certain Liquors, and exclude all - 
others, M. Po/i is not the firft who has perceiv’'d the Abfurdity 
of this Hypothefis, He is convinced, ‘and Experience confirms 
it, that a Strainer, of whatever Matter you fuppofe it, will fuf- 
ter any fort of Liquor, watry, oily, or rofinous, fill’d with fix'd 
or volatile Salts, Acids or Alcalies, and even with metalick 
Particles, to pafS one after another thro’ its Texture; and that 
none but earthy Subftances, and fuch as won't diflolve, wiil {top 
in it, and not get thro’. He fees nothing that refembles a Strainer 
in the Stru€ture of the Glands; *tis a Clue of Pipes roll’d and 
twifted one upon another, which can have no other ofe than 
that of a circulatory Veffel, fuited to retard the impetuous Courfe 
of the Liquor which runs thro’ them by their various Windings , 
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this Hindsance gives opportunity for feveral Fluids to feparate 
themfelves, proportionably as they are difpos’d for it, by the 
A&tion of the Leavens, natural Heat, and Animal Spirits, which 
make them circulate, fublime them, andgcaufe them to aiftil in 
various Forms. M. Poli is fo far trom taking the Glands for 
Strainers when in their natural State, that on the contrary he is 

erfuaded tis accidental if they deferve the Name, that is to fay, 
when their Continuity happens fome way to be loofén’d, fo that 
it fuffers part of the Juice which ought to be perfetted there to 
flip thro? and run out. Upon this principle neither the paffage 
of the Chyle in the la&teal Veffels,nor the Separation of the Urine 
in the Reins, nor that of the Bile in the Liver are, in our Author’s 
Opinion, the Effeét of any Filtration or Mechanick power, but 
only of Fermentations, Diffolutions, Sublimations, and other 
the like Operations pertorm’d in the Animal Body, as in the La- 
boratory of a Chymift. We can’t follow M. Po/i in all the Ex- 
periments he brings in favour of his Opinion upon this point. He 
that is in the leaft acquainted with the Myfteries of Chymiftry 
may guefS weli enough what it all amounts to. - But we fhall 
{peak a Word or two upon the Subjeét of the 21 laft Chapters of 


. this fecond Book. 


Tis a Criticifm upon the new Treatife de la Fibre Motrice, the 
Author of which he takes care not to name, a very ufelefg pre- 
caution, fince by the very Title of the Book ’tis prefently known 
to be M. Bag/ivz. He thinks fit however, after fuch Regard to 
his perfon, to have none for his Sentiments, which he attacks in 
Terms not very obliging, to fay nomore. He reduces the whole 
of M. Baglivi’s Do€trine to Ten principal Heads, the Inconveni- 
ences or poifon of which, as he exprefles it, he endeavours to 
fhew by anfwering each Article. He thought it proper to take 
this Method that he might not be oblig’d (as he dys) to follow 
M. Baghvi in his frequent Digreflions and prolix Reafonings 
which often deviate from that Order and Exaétnefs which is ne. 
ceffary in a Treatife of phyficks. M. Poli might have guarded 
againft the like Complaints, if inftead of a large Volume in Sar- 
zo, with which he prefengs us here, he had contented himfelf to 
have publifhed one of a middle fize in Duodecimo.” In refatin 


the Hypothefis of M. Bag/ivi, who finds the Principal of Animal: 


Motion in the Dura Mater, from whence ’tis communicated to 
the Heart, to be imprefled afterwards upon all the Fluids, our 
Author runs to the oppofite Extreme, that is to fay. by attributing 
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all the Power of Motion to the Animal Spirits, Blood, and other 
Juices, which moiften the folid Parts, he leaves thefe only a Mo- 
tion purely paflive, and fcarce makes any account of their parti- 
cular Texture, nor of their natural Elafticity, independant of the 
motion of their Liquors. He examines the principal Arguments 
which fupport this new Syftem, and applys himfelf to difcover 
their Paralogifms. He concludes his Remarks with fome Refle- 
étions, which tend to difcover the RidiculoufiiefS of the Mecha- 
nical Explication of the motion of the Muofcles, imagin’d by M. 
Baglivi. This Author compares the mufcular Fibres to fo many 
Ropes, and the @lobules of Blood, which he looks upon as {mal} 
folid Bodies, to fo many Rollers, upon which thefe Fibres reft, 
flip, and move, from whence follows the Contra€tion of the 
Mufcles. We fhall enter no farther into the Difcuffion of this 
Controyerfy, for a greater Light into which the Works of the 
Parties concern’d may be confulted ; nor fhall we in the leaft pre- 
tend to be anfwerable for the Fidelity of M. Po/ in relating the 
true Opinions of M. Bag/ivi, which we have quoted meerly upon 
the Credit of the former. 

III. Our Author begins his Third Book, which contains but 6 
Chapters, with a Chymical Analyfis of Human Blood. This 
Analyfis difcovers to us in 12 Ounces of this Liquor four forts of 
Subftances, viz. 11 Ounces of pure Water, perfe€tly infipid, 2 
Drams, 2 Scruples, and 12 Grains of Oil, 1 Dram and about 12 
Grains of alcali volatile Salt, half a Dram of fixed Alcalis, and as 
much Earth, without reckoning 3 Drams of a more grofs Oil, 
which won’ feparate by Diftillation, and is confum’d by Calcina- 
-tion. The fame Principles feparate from the Blood of Perfons in 

Fevers, only with this difference, that the volatile Alcalies are 

found there in a greater quantity. It appears by this Analyfis | 
that Human Blood is entirely deftirute of Acids, and M: Poli en- 
deavours to prove that this fort 6f Salt, how much foever it 
abounds in Aliments and Medicines, can’t infinuate it felf into 
the Blood, neither thro’ the la€teal Veins, nor by any other way; 
fee in a few Words how he provesit. He finds no fign of Acids 
in the Blood, thefe Salts are fo far from preferving its Fluidity, 
that they intallibly curdle it, as it happens when they are fyringed 
into any Vein; the Acids of Aliments, both by reafon of their 
Gravity, and the moifture in which they fwim, together with 
the Gentlenef§ of the natural Heat, can never rife fo high as the 
Subclavicular Vein, to mix there withethe Blood; nor can they 
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e convey’d or filtrated into the la€teal Veins, fince Fit- 
or ee alle per afcenfum, as the Chymifts fpeak, that 
is, from a lower place toa higher; however Artilts are not 
agreed about this. We can draw no Acid by Chymical Analyfis 
from any part of the Body, or from any of the Liquors that moi- 
jten it, not even from Urine, unlefs it be expos’d to the Air. Our 
Author does not fo much as except the Chyle from this Conclu- 
fion, but he would have us believe him upon his Word, which 
he does not trouble himfelf to confirm, either by the Analyfis of 
this Liquor or the various Mixtures which are ordinarily made 
ufe of to manifeft the moft fecret Acids. 


In the third Chapter he explains the Change of the Alinsents 


into Chyle, which he attributes to four principal Caufes, viz. 
(1.) To the acid Leavens, with which the Aliments themfelves 
are ftored, and carry with them a Principle of Fermentation. (2.) 
To the natural Heat, which put thefe Leavens in motion. (3.) 
To four Juices of a nature purely Alcaline, which are the Sa/1- 


va, the Ferment of the Stomach, the Bile and Pancreatick Juice, 
which, by moiftening and diluting the Aliments, ferve to bring: 


out the Principles of Fermentation in them. (4.) To the Animal 
Spirits, which imprefling their Chara€ter upon the Mineral and 
Vegetative Sub{tances that ferve for Nutriment, convert them in- 
to an Animal Subftance, and keep them ina proper Fluidity. He 
confiders therefore that the Chyle, as the Extra&t or Quinteffence 
of the Aliments, which being feparated from the groffer parts by 
Fermentation, and divetted of its former nature, in order to re- 
ccive another wholly new, by the mixture of the Bile and the 
Pancreatick Juice, raifes it felf in form of a Vapour by the A&ti- 
on of the natural Heat, and infinuates it felf into the laSteal 
Veins, from whence ’tis carry’d into the Blood, there it frees it 
felf from. fuperfluous Serofities by Urine and Tranfpiration , 
whereby the intimate Union } the Sulphur with the volatile 
Salts is facilitated, which occalions its red Colour; he attempts 
to illuftrate this Phenomenon by the Examples of fome artificial 
Balms, which being mixed with a great deal of Water receive a 
white Colour, and lofe their natural Rednefs, which they recover 
again by the Evaporation of the watry Liquor. 
How much perfuaded foever M. Po; is that noth 
ed from the Chyle into the Blood b 
impreffion of the Leavens, he excepts notwithftanding from this 
Rule certain Medicines, whofe volatile parts refitting the Force. 
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of thefe Leavens, are capable without Alteration to penetrate the 
Channels of the Circulation, and to imprefs upon the Liquors 
which flow there, a degree of Fermentation proper for the Sepa- 
ration of divers Impurities, which are carry’d off by feveral Paf- 
fages, But for fuch Aliments or Medicines that being ftored 
with Acids operate by Urine or Sweats, he maintains that their 
Aétion wholly terminatés in the Circuit of the firit Procefs, and 
that no Acid mixes it felf with the Blood. To explain the Effect 
produc’d by this fort of Medicines he has recourfe to the Fermen 


‘tation, that they excite in the Stomach and Fntraiis, by which 


means a confiderable Addition is made to the A€tivity of, the na- 
tural Heat, and new volatile Spirits are fet at liberty, which cre- 
ate an Agitation and Difturbance in the Mais of Blood. 

IV. M. Poli having a&ted the Chymift and Natural Philofo. 
pher in his way,in the firft Three Books of this Treatife, atcempts 
the Province of the Phyfician in the laft, wherein he gives us in 
28 Chapters his Notions touching the Caufe and Remedies of 
fome Difeafes; he begins with the Fever, as that which is moft 


common: This Diftemper, of whatfoever kind we fuppofe it, is, 


in his Opinion, never occafion’d by Acids, which are rather its 
Remedy and Antidote, ’*tis only the Exaltation of Alcali Salts, 
either fixed or volatile, and the Corruption of the Sulphurs that 
caufe all feverifh Fermentations. He enlarges very much upon 
the nature of malignant and peflilential Fevers, among which 
he admits none as the Effe&t of the Coagulation of the Blood, he 
will have it to be nothing elfe but a Vifcofity and Thicknets of 
this Liquor, caufed by the Diffipation of the more balfamick and 
fubtil parts ; fo that, agreeable to this Sy{tem, the whole Cure 
of this fort of Fevers is reduced to this Order. (1.) To cleanfe 
the firft Paffages by Emeticks and gentle Putgatives. (2.) To ufe 
acid Drinks and aromatick a (3.) To keep the Pores 
open by fpiricuous Un&tions. (4.) To pertume the Chamber of 
the Patient with agreeable Odours. He lays no Stre{s upon let- 
ting Blood, violent Purgatives, or any fore of Alcalies for the 

Cure of Fevers. | 
He treats next of 2 Confumption, which he makes altogether 
to confift ia a Superfluity of volatile and urinous Alcalies in the 
Blood and Lympha, which being too much elevated {top in the 
Veficles of the Lungs and ulearate them. Tis upon this Hypothe- 
fis that he founds the Explication of the principal Symptoms of 
this Diftemper, as well as the Ch - of Remedics which he be- 
> 2 lieves 
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lieves moft proper for its Cure. Thefe Remedies are, (t.) Acids, 
which contribute to the Reftoration of the Leavens for Digefti- 
on. (2.) Sulphurous and balGamick Effemces, capable to check 
the Activity of ‘the Alcali Salts when too much at liberty. (3.) 
Aromatick and Vulnerary Suftumigations, whofe Vertue can a& 


immediately upon the Subftance of the Lungs by Refpiration. (4.) _ 


External Unétions made with temperate Oils, which, by pre- 
ferving the Fibres in their natural SupplenefS, prevent a vicious 
and too great Tranfpiration. He greatly difapproves. the Con- 
dust of thofe Phyficians, who in this Diftemper order Rice, peel- 


ed Barley, Tortoife, Cray-Fith, Snails, Whey, &c. He afferts 


that thefe forts of Food are good for nothing but to produce 
clammy Juices, uncapable to mix with the Blood or volatile and 
urinous Alcalies, which heighten the Diforder in this Liquor. 
He is perfuaded that the Leaven which foments fecret Mala- 
dies is nothing elfé but a volatile Alcali, which conveys Corrup- 
tion and Putrefa€tion both into the folid and fluid parts. He re- 


futes the Opinion of M. Lemery upon this Head, who attributes. 


the Caufe of this Evil to a corrofive Acid; he likewife difagrees 
with this Chymift about the manner in which Mercury atts. in 
effefting the Cure of it. Two Reafons principally induce him 
to charge only Alcalis with all the Havock made by this cruel 
Diftemper, one of them is, becaufe not a fingle Grain of acid Salt 
is extracted from the Blood of Perfons under this Difeafe by a 
Chimical Analyfis ; the other, that the Remedies acknowledg’d 
by long Experience as the moft effe€tual in thefe Cafes, are 
ftored with abundance of Acids. 

The Analyfis of the Water wherewith the Belly of Dropfical 
Perfons is fwelled,. difcovers no fign of thofe Acids in that over- 
flowing Lympha. This confirms our Author in his Syftem, and 
engages him to attribute the caufg of the Dropfy to Alcali. He 
‘is of the fame mind with refpett to the Gout. Which, accor- 


ding to him, is a urinous Excrement, that ought to be evacuated 


by Tranfpiration, or Utine ; but being retained in the Blood, is 
lodged in the Joints, where it oftentimes occafions Nodes. One 
sepreee which perfuades M. Poli of the truth of this Con- 
jetture, is, becaufe the tartarous Matter of which thefe kinds 
of Tumours confift, by feveral Chimical*Experiments whereby 
they have been tried, exhibits no fign of Acidity. 
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The Limits of our Extra&s don’t foffer us to enlarge upon the 
Remedies laid down by our Author for the cure of thefe two 
laft Difeafes, nor the Account he gives us, at theend of this 
Volume, of the wonderful Advantages What may be drawn from 
the different forts of Acids, in reference to the Pra€tice of Phy- 
fick, 
It were to be wifhed that our Author had been a Phyfician ; 
and that a long Praétice in the Management of Diftempers, 


join’d with a happy Succefs, had put him in a Condition to 


Dogmatize effe€tually in an Art whofe Perfe€tion depends upon 
fomething elfe than Speculations of the Clofet, and Chimicat 


Experiments. 
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F. Vincentii Gravine de Ortu & Progreffe Furis Civilis, &e. 
The Firft Book of the Rifé and ProgrefS of the Civil Law- 
which treats of its Origin. By 7 Vincent Gravina. Dedi- 
cated to Pope Clement ll, Printed at Naples by Butifon, 1707, 
in Svo. p. 29%. | 


OU have here the Firft of the Three Books which M. Gra- 
vina tellsus he has compofed of the Rife and Progref§ of 

the Civil Law, The Author gives us hopes that this will fhort- 
ly be follow’d by the other Two. He wonders that in an Age 


_ fo Polite as ours, wherein Arts and Sciences feem to have ac- 


quir’d a new Life, and tohave attained to their Perfection, the 
Knowledge of the Law fhould only be uncultivated and.negleéct- 
ed. After he has inquir’d into the Reafons of it, and whence 
tis that Learned Men, and the Profeffors of the Law themfelves, 
have taken fo great an Averfion to this Science, he finds the 
true caufe to proceed from the prodigious quantity of Law: 
Books, and the large Commentaries upon Matters of little ufe, 


‘whereby many have been difcourag’d, wanting Refolution to- 


penetrate their Obicurities. °Tis from hence that the Learned 
prefer to this Study othet Books which are more agreeable, and 
that the Profeffors of Law are diverted from it by the Advantage: 
which they make in teaching it. “Tis true there are Abridg- 
ments which may fave part of this Fatigue, but he pretends to. 
find two Inconveniences in thefe Extraéts; one, that they are 


for moft part filled with things ufelefs, the other, that they are 
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fo dry, having neitherConnexion,nor Order,that they are not eafi- 


ly retained ; befides that ’twill be difficult to underftand a Body 


of Law -perfe&tly, of which one fees only feparate Parts. 
M. Gravina flatters himfelf that he has avoided thofe two Ex- 
treams in his Origine of the Civil Law, and that the Readers 
will be fatisfied to find there fufficient Springs which fpread 
themfelves over the whole Body of the Law, and not only over 
fingle Parts, without having their Minds over-burthened and 
perplexed with things fapertluous and ufelefs. Heaflures us’ 
likewife, that he has inferted nothing in thefe three Books, but 
what Learned Men and Lawyers ought not to be ignorant of, 
and that by this means the former will acquire what was want- 
ing to their Studies, and the latter, aflifted by thefe Inftru€tions, 
will undertake to read the Digefts, Code and Novels, with grea- 
ter Confidence. 

The Firft Book is, as our Author calls it, a rough Draught, 
he has reprefented the whole Body of the Civil Law, and the 
principal Parts of which ’*tis compofed ; he difcovers the rife of 
it, how *twas compleated by degrees, either by new Laws, ‘or 
Conftitutions of Emperors, till it arrived to its perfe&tion. He 
takes notice of its duration, what has been the caufe of its de- 
cay,and by what means at laft it revived again. He treats likewifé 
of the Authors both of the Eftablifhment of the Law, and of 
its Ruin; as alfo of thofe who have been the Reftorers of it, 
palling his judgment upon the Writings of each of them, as to 
their Opinions, Genius and Learning. Peas 
_ dn the Second Book he propofés to lay down the Principles 
of the Laws of Nature and Nations, and the moft ancient Ro- 


man, which are thofe of the Twelve Tables, fo much of them: 


as remains, inferting likewife the Laws of the Athenians, for 
their better Illuftration. : : 
He will afterwards come to Laws of a frefher date, and A@ts' 
of the Senate, which concern the Right of particular Perfons, 
without infifting upon fuch Laws which refpe€t theGovernment 
of the State, as being at prefent of no ufe ; and this will be the 


Subject of the laft Book. 


o enter upon the particulars of the Firft, our Author de- 


Icribes the State of the Roman People#ot which he makes four 
Divifions. | f 


The. 
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The Firht is that made by Roma/us, Founder of the City of 
Rome, into Patricians and Plebeians. 

The Second of Senators Knights, who formed a fecond Or- 
der, and of People who made up the third Eftate. 

The Third Divifion of the Roman Citizens is from their being 
called fome Optimates, becaufe they ftood up for the Senate; 
others Populares, who were in the Peoples Intereft. 

The Fourth and Laft Divifion is with refpe& to their Dignities. 
They were called Nobiles, of whofe Families there had been 
Confuls, Pretors, Cenfors or Ediles, whofe Images they pre- 
ferved. Homines Novi, who were the firft of their Race, ad- 
vanced to great Pofts in the Government, and who had none but 
their own [mages 3. [gobiles, who had none of thofe Marks of 
Diftin€tion. 

Tho’ none were admitted into the Senate but Patricians, and 
fuch as were of the Equeftrian Order, yet King Servius Tulltus. 
introduc’d P/ebeians, in order to make them his Creatures. The 
Number of Senators was limited to an Hundred, but in Augu 


ftine’s Time ’twas confiderably increafed. None were commonly 


received there but fuch who run thro’ the firft Offices of State, 
and had heen chofé by the Cenfors at the numbering of the Ro- 
man Citizens, which was done every fifth Year. Without this: 
Ele&tion, thofe.who had gone thro’ the firft Preferments did not 
obtain the Dignity of Senators, they had only aright to vote 
in the Senate, not to give their Opinion there, but they went: 
over to the Party whofe Sentiments they approv’d, trom whence. 
came the Name of Pedarii. 

He who was firft mention’d by the Cenfor in calling over the: 
Names of the Senators, was called Princeps Senatus, an Ho- « 
nour conferr’d only upon fuch who had. been Confuls or: 
Cenfors. 

Romulus diftributed all. the Citizens into three Tribes, each» 
of which was divided into ten Curie or Wards. The Inhabi- 
tants being increafed both in City and Country, Servias Tullius 
augmented the number of the Tribes to Nineteen, and in procets 
of time, the Cenfors fixed it at- Thirty-five. They were of two: 
forts, the one called Rujtice, and the other Urbane. In the 
City were the Tradefmen, and all the Populacy. Ali Perfons of 
Note, and the beft Families, lived in the Country, for Agrical- 
ture was efteemed the moft honourable Profeffiun, next to. the: 
Art of War, 
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The alteration which happen’d in the number of Tribes did 
not affe€t that of the thirty Tribes, which continued in its for- © 
mer State. And as at firft the Wards were contained within 
the City, where they were diftribated by their Quarters, wher 
the number of Tribes was increafed, and a diftin&tion made _be- 
tween thofe in the City and thofe in the Country, thefe laft 
were not incorporated into the Wards, who had their Sacrifices 
and Temples in Rome, where they aflembled and eat in common, 
in order to maintain Concord and Union among the Citizens. 
Thote who prefided at thefe Affemblies were called Cariones. 
King Servius Tullias diftinguifhed the People of Rome likewife 
into fix different Claffes, which contained 193 Centuries, fuita- 
ble totheir Abilities. The firft ClafS had 98 Centuries, the fe- 
cond 22, the third 20, the fourth 22, the fifth 30, the fixth and 
laft Clads had but one Century, which contained th¢ poorer fort, 
and thofe who weré lefs able to contribute to the Neceflities of 
the State, or of no other advantage to it than by their Children, 
which they brought up for itsService. For this reafon they were 
called Proletarii or Capiti cenft. : 

After our Author has reprefented the entire Body of the Ro- 
mar State in its principal Parts, he gives us a view of its Power . 
and Strength: The Royal Power in the Perfon of the Confials, 
its|Authority in the Senate, and its Majefty in the People and Tri- 
bunes. We thall pafs over the particular Funétions of each of 
thefe, to come to an Explication of the general Affemblies or 
States of the People of Rome. Thefe were made either by 
Centuries, Wards, or Tribes. The Affembly of the Centuries 
was held in the Field of Mars, in which they treated of War 
and Peace, and Matters of the greateft Importance, created the 
chief Magiftrates, and made Laws. The Wards wereaflembled 
within the City, ina place called the Comitium. The Affemblies 
of the Tribes, in which the inferiour Magiftrates were made; 
met both within and without the City. Of all thefe State. 
Affemblies, that of the Wards was performed with the greateft 
Solemnity. There they chofe their chief Priefts, Augurs and 
Heralds: There they made their P/ebifcita, which were Laws 
appointed only for the Commons, and did not bind the Nobi- 
lity, till the Hortenfian Law obliged the-Nobility equally to ob- 
ferve them. This kind of Affemblies was afterwards laid afide, 





and nothing but the Form of it minded ; thirty Officers, called 


Liiors, reprefenting as it were the thirty Wards, being ac- 
cuftom’d 
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cuftomn’d to give their Votes, to make the Refolutions taken in 
the Affembly of the Centuries or Tribes the more authentic and 
folemn. , 

The Tribunes, when a Law was moved for in the Affembly of 
the Tribes, had no right to f{ummon the Nobility, but the No- 
bility had the privilege to aflift there, and give their Advice. 
None but the Confuls, Di€tator and Pretors were authorized to 
aflemble the States by Centuries. The Day appointed for the 
Affembly, was publifh’d three Nadine, or twenty-feven Days 
before, that fuch Perfons as were in the ‘Country might have 
time given them to repair to Town, and thofe in the City 
opportunity to deliberate upon the Matters propofed ; and the 
Nundine, which were Days confecrated to Fzpiter, compleat- 
ing the twenty-feven, the meeting of the States was put off iili 
the Day following, which was likewife obferved in the Aflzmbly 
of the Tribes. 

In both thefe Affemblies they regarded only the Votes of each 
Century or Tribe, and not thofé of every particular Perfon. The 
ordet in which they proceeded was this: In the States affembled 
by Centuries, thofe of the firft and fecond Clafs, which were 
made up of the richeft Citizens, gave their Votes firft, and as 
they were more numerous than the other four put together, 
when they were agreed, *twas to no purpofe to have recourfé to 


‘the reft; ifthey differ’d, the third Clafs was called, then the 


fourth, and fo on to the laft, which confifted of the Poor; but 
this very rarely happend, for Matters were generally concluded 
by the Votes of the two firft Claffes. ; 

This Method was afterwards changed, and ’twas ordered that 
they fhould draw Lots which Century or Tribe fhould give their 
Votes fitft; that which was firft was called Prerogative, in Di- 
ftin€tion from the reft, which were named Fure Vocate. 

In the Affemblies either of Centuries or Tribes, fo many 
Bridges were erefted in Mars’s Field as there were Centuries or 
Tribes, for thofe who gave their Votes, to paf$ over; hence ’tis 
that they called-an old Man Depontanus Senex, who by reafon 
of his great Age was rendred ‘untit for Publick Employments, 
dnd to give his Vote. At the Entrance upon the Bridge ftood 
thofe whom they called Diribitores, who gave to each Citizen 
rvwo Tickets, one againft the other for the Law propofed ; the 
former was roarked with the Letter A, which figniited Antiguo, 
the latter with two Letters V, A, that isto fay, wizrogas. Each 
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Perfon put into an Urn or Pale which which was at the end of 
the Bridge, one of thefe Tickets, which he pleafed. After the 
Votes were colle&ted, they feparated them, which. was called 
Punfforum notatio, and, Suffragiorum diremptio, and. the Law 
either pafled or was rejected according to the Plurality of 
Votes. 7 

Our Author runs over the feveral Roman Laws made before 
and after thofe of the Twelve Tabks. He gives the Hiftory of 
the Lawyers who have Interpreted them, beginning with Tiberius 
Commanus, who was Conful in the Year 472, from the building 
of Rome, and profeffed the Law publickly ; and ended with Mo- 
deflinus, who lived in the Time of the Emperor Gordian, fince. 
which the Oracles of the Law have continu’d mute. 

He treats next of the Roman Emperor, and fhews that to pre- 
vent the Faétions of the People in oppofing the Senate, *twas 
abfolutely neceffary to fet up a Prince that might keep an equal 
Balance between the Authority of the Senate, the Violence of 
the Army, and Power of the People. He fhews by what Steps 
thefe Princes arriv'd at their Sovereignty, and how the Romans, 
accuftom’d to obey none but their Magiftrates, and jealous of 
their Liberties, did always keep up a fhadow of it while fub- 
je&t to their Emperors, by means of the chief Magiftracys with 
which they were invefted, and of which they feemed only to 
execute their ordinary Power. Thus we fee that together with 
the Titles of Emperors and Soveraign Pontiffs, they had the 
Tribunitial Power and Cenforfhip, were Confuls and Proconfuls 
of Provinces, Senators andgFathers of their Country, receiving. 
by a Decree of the Senate and People, a confirmation of all. 
their Dignities. . 

M. Gravina fuppofes that which is called Lex-Regia in Fufti- 
nign’s Inflitutes, and which Interpreters fay is not to. be found. 
is nothing elfe but all thefe Titles firft conferr’d upon and. cen- 
tring in the Perfon of Augujtus ; which afterwards defcended to 
his Succeffors. He founds this upon ancient Infcription on. a 
Stone found in the Capital, containing a Decree which fettles. 
upon the Emperor Ve/pa/ian the fame Honours that his Anceftors 
Auguftus, Tiberius and Claudius had enjoy’d. He cites, as. 
Vouchers for the credit of this Infcription, the famous Anti- 
seerie, M.. Bianchint and Fabreti, whole Teftimonies he re- 
ates.. ' 


He 
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He explains how many ways the Emperors perform’d Juftice, 
either Perfonally, or by their Minifters; which continu’d till 
the Time of Fufinian, who changed the Face of the Law, by 
reducing it into his Code and Digeft, in which he has inferted 
nothing but what was in ufe, leaving out many things which 
were found in the Writings of the ancient Lawyers ; but {carce 
had this great Work feen the Light, when *cwas again deprived 
of it, and remain’d buried with its Author Fufizmian. In his 
Reign there were but three Cities in which the Law was taught, 
at Berytus the Metropolis of Phenicia, Rome, and Conftentino. 
ple, and there were but two Profeffors in each of thefe Cities, 
The Latin Tongue being out of ufe, Ihale/eus tranflated the 
Digeft or Pandeéts into Greek; the like Tranflations were made 
ot the Code and Inftitutes of fuftiniax, which were made ufe 
of till the Year 867, when the Emperor Ba/i/ius began a new 
Body of the Law, fuppreffing the Name of. Fuffimian, in order 
to fubftirute his own in the room of it. Tffls Work was advan- 
ced to 40 Books s his Son Leo finifh’d it with the addition of 
20 more: And thofe 60 Books were called Bafilics from the 
Name of his Father Ba/us. The Emperor Conftantinus Porphy- 
vogenetes gave them a new Form, by adding to them all the 
Hiftorians, of which he made a Colle&ion digefted into com- 
mon Places, for illuftration of the Subje&t. The Authority of 
the Ba/filics prevail’d in the Eaft till the Year 1452, when the 
Turks depriv’d Conffantinus Paleologus of the Empire. We 
have feveral Books of the Grecian Lawyers, who have made 
Abridgments, Notes and Commentaries upon the Ba/iiics, either 
of themfelves, or by order of the Emperors. They reckon up 
feven Abridgments under the (Title of Mesxenw, or Manual, 
The feventh, which is beft known, is that of Hermenopulus. 
This was the fate of the $u/tinian Law in Greece and the 
Eaft. “Twas not brought into Ita/y and the Weft till feveral 
Ages afterwards. The Lombards poffeffed Italy after they had 
driven out the Goths. Aiftulpb, King of the Lombards, invaded 
the Exarchate of Ravenna, about the Year 752, under the Em- 
perors of the Eaft, who in the execution of Juftice follow’d 


‘the Laws of Fuftinian. From this time Ita/y had no other 


Laws than thofe of the Vifigotbs, Lombards, trancs and Bur- 
gundians, contained in the Book, entitled, Codex Legum <Anti- 
guarum, which King Lotharius had colleéted and called Edidlum. 


There remained only fome Fragments of the Romen Law, taken 
3 not 
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not from the Books of 7u/finian, but the Code of Theodofiu? ; 
with the Interpretations, which Avecex_had added by order of 
Aloric King of the Goths, and the Codes of Gregory and Her- 
mogenes, te Inftirutes of Canis, the Rules of A/pian, and Sen- 
tences of Paa/. This is the Law which that Prince re-eftablifh’d 
in favour of the Eeclefiaftics, and Perfons who were governed by 
the Roman Law. The Fe/tinian Law theretore remained in ob- 
{curity till the Horentine Pande&ts were difcovered in the City 
Amalfi, near Salermo in the Kingdom of Naples,-which happen- 
ed about the beginning of the Twelfth Century. This Book, 
together with the Code, found at the fame Time ‘at Ravexna, 
revived again the Love of the Roman Laws, through all Ita/y, 
their Native Country. Irnerius foon after read publickly out of 
it in the City Boulogne. The Roman Law was eftablifhed again 
by order of the Emperor Eotharius, and the barbarous Laws 
which had excluded it, were by his Edit abolifhed and made 
Nell. © : 

Our Author gives here a Series of the moft celebrated Inter- 
preters of the Law, which he divides into Four different Clafles. 
The Firft from Irnerius to Accurfizs ; the Second from Accurfius 
to Bartolus ; the Third from Bartolusto Cujas ; the Fourth. and 
Laft from the Time of Cujas, which he prefers to all the others, 
as that which poffeffes the true’ genius of the Laws, He com- 
pares the Three Firft to the frightful appearance of Winter; by 
Reaion of the Mifts which overfpread the Knowledge of the 
Roman Laws, inthofe ignorant and barbarous Ages. A/ciat, who: 
was well skilled in the Greek and: Roman Antiquities, began to 
elear itup; but it flourifhed like Spring; by the affifttince of 
(was, who joyning to the’ Study of the Law pure Lariz and 
profound Learning, has fet the Knowledge of the Rowan Law 
in a clear Light, and made it appear with all its Graces. M. Gra- 
vina makes another difterence between thofe Interpreters, which 
confifts in this, that Irmerius, and thofe -which came from his 
School, ftuck clofe to the Text of the Laws, which they have 
loliowed Step by Step, in making fhort Noteswupon it, and Sum: 
maries. Accurfiws, more hardy than the former, and yet not fo 
lax as Bartolus, has wrote Gloffes, and pretty large Commenta- 
tiesupon it. Barto/ws and his.Followers, converfant at the Bar 
and Pra€titioners, often go from their Subje&k to handle new. 
Queftions; and guided by good Senfe and'natural Equity, ftand 
upon a Level with the ancient Lawyers in deciding a great num- 
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ber of unprefidented Cafes, by which means they fhew them. 
{elves better Lawyers than Interpreters, in the Application which 
they make of Laws they donr underftand; a Fault which muft 
be imputed to the uuhappinefs of thofe Times, which did not 
allow them to have a perfe€t Knowledge. Cajzs, on the con- 
trary, confines himfelf barely to the interpretation of their true 
Senfe, without medling with Matters of Pra€tice and modern 
ule. 

This Work is writ in an Elegant and Florid Stile, with great 
order and accuracy. The Genius of the Author appears in it to be 
Superior to his Subjects, of which he has made a judicious 
Choice. 








Hiftoire de L? Academie Royal des Sciences, i.e. The Hiftory of 
the Royal Academy of Sciences for 1707, with Mathemati- 
cal and Phyfical Memoirs for the fame Year, extraéted from 
the Regifters of that Academy. At Paris, 1707. in 4% 
p. 152 for the Hiftory, and 521 for the Memoirs. 


Bes is the greateft Volume of this Hiftory that has yet beer 
publifhed. The Hiftorical part done with the fame exac&- 
nefS as formerly, is not fo large as ufual; but that part which 
contains the Memoirs is much larger, which obliged the Hifto- 
rian to. contrat his Subjetts, that there may be fome propor- 
tion betwixt this and the former Volumes. 

That which relates to Natural Philofophy in general, in the 
Hifforical part of this Volume, confiftsof 3 Articles. The Firlé 
is upon the irregularity of fome Barometers. The Second is upon 
_ the declenfion of the Loadftone, both which are very fhort. The 
Third contains feveral Obfervations. There was an account gi- 
ven in the Memoirs of 4705, of the irregularity of the Lord 
Chancellor’s Barometer, which very much furprifed the Natural 
Philofophers of. the Academy. This Barometer kept 18 or 19 
Lines lower than any other, as to which new Phenomenon, the 
Members of the Academy were miich divided in Opinion. The 
late Mr. Amontons afcrib’d it to the particular quality of the 
Glafs, whofe Pores were large enough to admit the moit fabril 
parts of the Air: This fabtil Air entring the Vacuum of the Ba- 
tometer, and bearing up the Mercury, did nor futter it to arife 
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to its ordinary height. Buc as this irregularity was not obferved 
till after Mr. Homberg had clean’d it with Spirit of W ine before 
he chare’d it again, that Learned Academick believ'd that fome 
{inall Drops of the Spirit had continued in it,and when the Vacuum 
was made, thofe little Drops, being extreamly ratified, made 
the Mercury to defcend, or what is more probable, the Air 
which they contain’d, being difengaged by their Rarification, 
{unk the Mercury. Here we have an account of feveral Experi- 
ments, made on this occafion, by Mr. Maraldi, all which did 
favour Mr. Homberg’s Opinion. 

What they tell us of the declenfion of the Loadftone, isa 
new confirmation of the curious Idea which Mr. Ha//ey gave us 
on that Matter. Mr. de Lifle having an exa&t Journal of Mr. de 
Marchais’s Voyage into Guinea and America, in 1704, 1705, 
and 1706, did exa&tly compare with Mr. Hal's Cart for 1700,. 
the Obfervations which related to the Declenfion of the Needle ; 
and this Comparifon was fo much in favour of the new Syftem, 
as to give ground to believe that it will be more and more con- 
firm’d every Day. This is one of the Myfteries of Natural Phi- 

lofophy, altogether unknown hitherto; and which, perhaps, be- 
gin to difcover themfelves. ) 

-The Obfervations — Natural Philofophy in general, are 
zo in number. The Firft give us an account why a Veftel of 
GlafS, fet before the Fire in the Winter, breaks if it be full of 
Water, and more eafily if it be fill’d with the Spirit of Wine: 
The matter of the Light which the Fire continually puthes for- 
ward, does not fo eafily penetrate the Water and Mereury, as it 
does the Spirit of Wine. It is amafs’d in greater quantities in 
the Pores of the Glafs, when the Veflfel is fill’d with Water or 
Mercury, than when it is fill’d with the Spirit of Wine; and 
dilating thofe Pores with more Violence, it forces the Spring of 
the Glafs, and breaks it: This is Mr, Homberg’s Reafon. He 


propofes another much in the fame Nature, which he explains 
much in the fame manner. 


2 


Mr. Lemery happend by chance, on an Experiment of a 
Smell like that of Musk, produced by a thiatone ef feveral very 
ftinking Smells, emitted by certain Drugs; and, what is more 
remarkable, that the fame Drugs are made ufe of by Phyficians 
againft Vapours, occafion’d by the Smell of Musk. 
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There are 4 Obfervations by a Friend of Mr. Cerve’s, The 
Firft is the Difcovery of a litle Worm, which works exadly 
in the fame manner as the Formica-Leo, and is transform’d at 
laft to an Infect, refembling a Midge. 

The Second is Remarks upon the Chriftalin of a Serpent : 
This Chriftalin, which was a Line in Diameter, was exactly 
of a Spherical Form; it refembled the Convex-Glafs of a Lamp, 
and magnified extreamly the Objeéts which one look’d at thorow 
it; from whence it is cettain, that thofe Animals muft fee Ob. 
jeCts greater than we do; and, by confequence, perceive Things 
that we cannot fee: Such is the Wifdom of the Author of Na- 
ture, who has adapted the Eyes of the feveral Animals to their 
feveral Neceffities ; the Eye of a little Animal isa true Micro- 
fcope. The Third is a Defcription of a very fiagular Worm; 
it was two Inches long, one Line broad, and a quarter of a Line 
thick, of a deep yellow Colour like an Earwig, having 80 Legs 
on each fide ; its two Extremities ended in a Point with {mall. 
Horns, and fo like one another, that it could not be diftinguifh’d 
which was the Head, nor could it be diftinguifg’d by the going 
of the Animal; for, when it was ftop’d, it did not turn on one 
fide, as other Animals do, but went dire€tly backward ; fo that 
what was the Head before, became the Tail, and what was the 
Tail before, became the Head: When it was cut in two, each. 
half went on its way, removing at a diftance from one another. 
Fhe Hiftorian’s conje€ture is, That this Animal has two Heads, 
and two Brains, as others have double Lungs. The Fourth is 
the transformation of an Infeét Fifh; which is metamorphos’d 
into a Lady Fly, of that fort which flies upon ftanding Water, 
and lays its Eggs there. This is an Animal; which, of a Fifth, 
becomes a flying Infe&t, and probably differs from thofe two forts. 
which Ms. Poupart mention’d in the Memoirs of 1704, Perhaps. 
it may be found, by obfervation, that this change of Habitation 
and Element is pretty common. é 

The Tenth Obfervation is upon certain Stones, which have. 
Plants and dried Fifhes-included in them. Mr. Mora/d: brought 
feveral of thofe Stones, which were found in the Veronefe in 
Italy. And, on this occafion, Mr. Leibnitz informs us, That. 
{uch Stones are found in feveral Places in Germany, particularly 
in the Country of Brunfwick, and in the County ot Mansfelr. 
They are Veins of Slate, almoft Horizontal, with very fine and 


exact Reprefentations of feveral forts of Fifhes and Herbs. 
Mr, Le:d- 
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Me. Leibnitz, with a Defeription of thofe Stones, gives us rca. 
fonable Conje€tures as to their Formation ; and, €o confirm his 


Conjeftures, gives us the following curious Operation. Take a 


Spider, or any other proper Animal, and putitup in Clay, with 
iol én the ouinie. ith the hollow part within; put the 
Clay to the Fire to harden it, fo as the Animal may be reduc’d 
to Athes; after which, wafh them out, then pour in melted 
Silver at the Hole, and, when it is cold, -it will reprefent the 
Figure of the Animal very exactly. 

Befides the 3 Articles already mention’d, there are in the Me- 
‘moirs, Mr. de /a Hire’s Obfervations on the Year 1707, upon the 
the quautity of Rain-Water, upon the Winds, and upon the 
height of the Thermometer and Barometer; thofe of the Ba- 
ron de Pont Briand, thofe of Father Fulchiron the Jefuit, made 
at Lyons; thofe of Mr. Morald:, and others, which he has col- 
le€ted from feveral Places; the Obfervations of Mr. Branchini, 
upon Flames, which appear’d in a fmall Canton of the Apennin 5 
a Hiftory of Thermometers and Barometers, by Mr. de la Hire, 


the Son; who examins that of Mr. Nuguet: All which we are 


obliged to pafs over without infifting on them.- We fhall only 
obferve, that the Flames obferved by Mr. Bianchixi, upon the 


‘Mountain of Pietra Maia in Tufcany, prefent the Curious with 


the fame Phonomenon with thofe which are feen in Dauphine, 


within 3 or 4 Leagues of Grenoble ; of which we have an exa& 


account in the Hiftory of 1699, that was fent to the Academy 
of Sciences, by Mr. Diealamant. There is in Tufcaay, as in 
Dauphine, upon the Point of a Mountain, .a fmall Extent of 
burning Earth, from whence proceed wandering Flames, which 
move to and again upon the Face of that Ground, being nou- 
rifh’d by nothing elfe but the aliment, which proceeds from the 
fame Earth. All the other. Circumftances of the faid Flames 
are alike, except that from the burning Ground of Pietra Mala; 
there comes an Aromatick Smell much like that of the Wood 
of Calambou, when it is burnt; whereas that in Dauphine fends 
forth an unpleafant Sulphureous Smell. 

Anatomy, which always comes next to Natural Philofophy, 


confifts of $ Parts, but our Hiftorian takes notice only of -three.: 


The Firft of them is by Mr, de Ja Hire, containing Remarks and 
Refle€tions upon Cataraéts, which are form’d in the Eye, The 


other two are by the late Mr. Dodart, about the Formation of - 


Voices and Tones; the Remarks of Mr. Poupart, upon Mufeles ; 


the 
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the Defcription of a monftrous extuberance of the Bones, by 
Mr. Mery; that of two monftrous Infants join’d together, by 
Mr. da Verney; that of a painted Skeleton, alfo by Mr. Alery ; 
and an Anatomical Obfervation, hy Mr. Geofroy, are the 5 Arti- 
cles for which the Hiftorian refers to the Memoirs. 

The Catara& and Glaucoma are ufually diftinguifh’d as two 
different Diftempers of the Eye. The Cataraét, according to 
the ordinary Idea of it, isa fort of a Membrane, or a little 
Skin, which is form’d in the watery Humour, betwixt the Chri- 
{talin and the Apple of the Eye, which intercepts the Rays of 
Light; whereas the Glaucoma is the Chriftalin ic felf grown 


thick; which, by loofing its. Tranfparency, frequently becomes 


4 


of a greenifh Colour; from whence it has the Name of G/aa- 
coma. The Operation of the Catara&t is very well known, 
which, though very nice, is frequently very fuccefSful; and, 
thofe who praétife it, think they perform it by rolling round 
their Needle a little Skin, which they afterwards fink into the 
lower part of the Eye. In Mr. Robaw/t’s time, fome Learned 
Anatomifts maintain’d, that the Cataract, fuck as we have de- 
{crib’d it, and which the Operators believed they did Couch, 
had no exiftence but in their own Imagination; that every Ca- 
tara&t was a real Glaucoma, 2. ¢. an alteration of the Chriftalin; 
and, that in the Operation, they really couch the Chriftalin in- 
ftead of an imaginary little Skin. This Opinion, tho’ advanced 
by Perfons of Merit, and embrac’d by Mr. Robau/t in his Trea- 
tife of Natural Philofophy, came to be forgot, but has been 
renew'd fome time ago, and eftablifh’d in a Book writ on pur- 
pofe, on the Diftempers of the Eye, by a very able and expe- 
riencd Surgeon, at Mery upon the Seine. The Remarks of 
Mr. de Ja Hire, under confideration, tend to confirm the com- 
mon Opinion. They are moft of them taken from the Circum- 
{tances of an Operation, which he perform’d on the Eyes of an 


Ox. The moft confiderable of them is, that the Chriftalin can 


never be funk intirely to the bottom of the Eye, and that it 
would always ftop, in part,.the Paflage of the Rays, both be- 
caufe “tis large, and becaufe it is fuftain’d by the watery and 
glafly Humour; which is thick like Jelly. A Catara& is couch’d 
intirely, therefore *tis not the Chriftalin which iscouch’d. The 
Sight is perfeétly reftor’d, at leaft for fome time, but it could 
be only imperfectly reftor’d, if it were the Chriftalin which 
were couch’d, becaufe the Chriftalin wou’d intercept part of the 
Light, D Be- 
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Befides abundance of other Remarks, the Reader will find in 
this Fragment, folid Anfwers to the principal Objections againft 
the received Opinion. We fhall tinith this Article by the Re- 
fle€tion which begins the DifCourfe of the Hiftory. : 

“ It might feem f{trange that a Chimical Operation fhould be 
* wncertain, not as to the fuccef§ of.is, but as to it (lf, 7. -¢. 
* That fome thould maintain they do one thing, and others fay 
“ they do another: But the Operation we fpeak of is fo nice, 
“ and {o little fenfible, even to the Hand that performs it, thac 
“ the Wonder ought to be, that any body fhould dare ro at- 
“ tempt it: But the Wonder is ftill greater, that it fhoald be 
“ attempted upon’ Principles which differ ‘fo much as thofe we 
“have mentioned, and that they fhould be equally Suc- 
“ cefsful. | | 

That which belongs to Mr. Dodard in his Volumn.upon the 
Voice and Tones, isa Supplement to that excellent Memoir 
which he gave on this Subject in r700. Every Subje& exaétly 
confider’d, becomes infinite ; and Attention is a fort of Micro- 
ftope, which magnifies. and multiples it in proportion as it grows 
more perfe€t. 

Mr. Dodard’s Syftem, tho’ already handled very largely, yet 
was not exhaufted ; and we may fee how many curious, nay 
neceffary Things were wanting, which others did not think on. 
Moft Readers. are lefs fenfible of what is wanting on a Subjeét, 
than the Authors; tho’’on the other hand, they perceive better 
when there is too much. ie 

Mr. Dedard confitm’s and exclaims more particulatly the in- 
fluence he afcrib’d.to the Glottis or Chink of the Wind-Pipe in 
forming the Sound of the Voice by its opening ; and the diffe- 
rent Tones, by. the different degrees of its opening. But we 
-_ refer the Curious to the Book it felf for the Patti. 
culars, . 

To thefe curious Enquiries into the Organ.of the Voice upon 
other Circumftances of it, he gives a very fatisfa€tory Account 
as to. the caufe of the difference betwixt a full Voice and the 
Sound of a Flute. He likewife explains that which makes the 
Voice falfe, z¢. a Voice which cannot juftly form the Tone 
which they would. He likewife explains why Perfons who 
have an an agreeable Voice when they Speak, have an unpiea- 
fant Voice when they Sing. Andon the contrary, why Pérfons 


who: 
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who have a pleafant Voice when they Sing, have a difagreeable 
Tone when they Speak. 

. He treats of recitative Mufick, and believes that each Paflion 
- has its Tones as well as its particular Movements ; and that the 
proper Tones of the Paffions would be much the fame every 
where, -were it not for the different Languages and Diale€ts. 
He fays however, that notwithftanding this Diverfity, a Man 
who gave good heed to a paflionate Converfation betwixt feve-. 
ral Perfons of any Nation whatever, might eafily by his Ear 
alone difcern what Paffion it is which animates the Converfa- 
tion. 
He feems perfuaded that the ancient Greeks excell’d in that 
fort of Mufick, the defign of which is to expref$ Paflions, and 
to raife it in others; and he doubts not but their Songs had the 
moft part of thofe great Effe€ts upon Men which all Antiquity 
afcrib’d to them. 

He fays we come much fhort of them in that refpe&t, but do 
much exceed them for Symphony, and every thing which pleafes 
the Ear, and does not pertain to Expreffion. 

Thofe who delight. in extraordinary Matters of Faét, will 
find fatisfa€tion in the feveral Anatomical Obfervations; of 
which we fhall only touch upon fome of the moft Curious. The 
firft may perhaps be more ufual than is commonly thought 
on, viz. The Pericardium fticking very clofe to the Heart in its 
whole extent, obferv’d by Mr. Litre in a Man betwixt thirty and 
thirty-five Years of Age, who was run through with a Sword, 
and died in a quarter of an Hour after. This Circumftance 
fhews very plain, that on the approaches of Death, the Peri- 
cardium had not time enough to empty it felf of the Liquor 
which *tis pretended always to contain. The obfervation of a 
Elen’s Egg boil’d, in the White of which there was found ano- 
ther little Egg, is not a new thing, for we have feen feveral of 
this fort. But the Matter of Faé&t which moft deferves our ob- 
fervation, is this: In the Body of a Womam of 25 Years of Age, 
who died 4 Months after fhe was brought to Bed of her fecond 
Child, Mr. Litre faw the broad place of the right corner of the 
Matrix fixed by its whole Circumference to the Ovarium, on the 
fame fide, encompaffing an Egg of three Lines diameter, of 
which part was out of the Ovarizm. That which wag not our, 
was contain’d in a fort.of a Cup, the bottom of which was fixed 


tothe Body of the Overium. This Cup was fpread on the out 
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fide with fanguine Veflels, and compofed of two different Sub- 
ftances, of which the.infide was glandulous, and the outfide 
mufculous What Mr. Litre faw on this occafion, is the moft 
fecret part of the Myftery of the Generation of Man, and that 
wherein “tis moft difficult to furprize Nature in her Ope- 
ration. 

Mr. Litre in diffeGting a Dog, found his Stomach in his Breaft, 
and placed above the Drapbragma. : 

What follows, is a furprizing Cure, A young Woman who 
belong’d to a Lady at Chartres, going to the Country in a Cart, 
had fuch an unhappy Fall, that one of the Ralis entred the 
right fide of her Head, broke in feveral pieces the Bone called 
Bregma, i. e. the fore part of the Head, tore the Dura-marer and 
Pia-marer, and caufed an iffuing of the Matter proper to the 
Brain. The Maid rifing up from under the Cart, walk’d about 
twenty Steps, when fhe fell down, and loft all manner of Senfe 
for four Hours. The iffuing of the Subftance of the Brain con- 
tinu’d the firft fix Days, and there came out abundance of Sero- 
fity. All this ceafed the feventh Day, and there appear’d fome- 
thing like a Fungus or Mufhroom in the openings of the two 
two Membranes. The Wound was dref§d according ‘to the 
ordinary Rules; but" for the firft fifteen Days, the Patient fell 
frequently into deep Sleeps, talk’d light-headed, and had a 
violent Flux. The Fever lafted fifty Days; but at laft the 
was perfe&tly cured by two Surgeons of Chartres, tho’ the café 
feem’d defperate. | ae | : 
Mr. Poupart gives very cutious Explanations about the Muf- 
eles opening their Shells ; of the way how they are form’d , of 
their progreflive Motion, of the leaping about of a certain 
Mufcles of the way how they enter the Sand ; how they re- 
ue again aie a Agu void their Spawn and 

xcrements ; how they breath, and what Di 
aftehted with ey breath, hat D ftempers they are 

Mr. Geoffrdy’s Anatomical Obfervations were made upon 2 
Man, who after being atcack’d for two Years with violent Fits 
of a Frenzy, died of an Impofthume of his Liver. He was- 
open’d, and there was found in his Head and Liver very great 
Diforders, occafion’d by his immoderate ufe of Wine and {piri- 
tuous Liquors: He gives us an Account’ of'a remarkable Cir- 
cumitanee on this occafion > During his IffnefS; they give him 
fume Tinures of Opium-to make him fleep, of which-he had 
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but little during his frantick Fits; and it was obferved, that. 
when they gave him thofe Tinttures in Spirits of Wine, in- 
itead of calming his Fits, they became more violent; that when 
they gave him the Tin€tures in Water, the Fits were calm, and 
he flept for feveral Hours together. 

None but ob{tinate Drunkards can read without Horror what 
Mr. Geoffroy fays upon this occafion. ‘ Men cannot be told 
“ enough of the bad Effe& of fpirituous Liquors, and of the 
. © immoderate ufe of Wine. Being prepoffefsd in favour of 
“ thofe Liquors; which are very agreeable to their Tafte, they 
“ think that by taking them they encreafe their Strength, and 
“ prolong thei: Lives. They do not perceive that they feem to 
“ f{trengthen them only by augmenting the Spring of the Fibres, 
“© and that they augment it fometimes fo high, as to make them 
‘© ftiff and fometimes bony ; that they thicken all the Juices of 
“‘ the Body, and fometimes congeal them fo as to turn them 
“ into Stones. And hence it is that thofe Liquors occafion the 
“ Gout, Gravel and Stone ; and alfo Vapours, Convulfive Mo- 
“ tions, Rheumatifms, Apoplexies, and Pa/fes. Our Author 
confirms this by an Experiment thus; If we pour upon the Se- 
rofity of Blood, Spirit of Wine well re€tified, the Serum, tho’ 
clear, will immediately curdle and thicken into a:-white Lump, 
growing hard by degrees like the White of an Egg, if it be 
Kept-in a heat fit for Digeftion. And Spirit of Wine thickens, 
Choler in the fame manner. From which Mr. Geoffroy leaves 
us to judge what may be expetted from the immoderate vfe 
of Wine, efpecially from thofe fpirituous Liquors.that are di- 
ftilP'd from it. 

The Article of Chymittry is ufually one of the moft Pleaé 
fant-and Curious. There are fix Articles on this Subje&t, vzz. 
Mr. Homberg’s Obfervations upon the Diffokation of Silver. 
Thofe of Mr. Lemery, the Son, upon the Nature of Iron. Thofe 
of Mr. Homberg-upon Iron, try’d by a Burning Gtats. The 
Analyfis of Honey, by Mr. Lemery the Father. The Analyfts 
of a Spunge, by Mr. Geoffroy. And afterwards a Continuation 
of Chimical Effays, by Mr. Homberg, This laft is an Expla-- 
nation of the manner how Mr. Homberg conceives thar the Mart- 
ter’ of Light propofed in ‘his preceding Memorizt for Principle 
Sulphur, infinuates and engages it felf in the Pores of other 
Principles, and’ thereby changes their Figure, and with them 
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‘conftitutes the different fulphurous Matters that we know: But 
this he produces only asa thing that’s probable. 

As to the Diffolution of Silver, it is.a Phenomenon fo new 
in Chymiftry, that it forpriz’d Mr. Homberg. 

The Chymifls receive this Principle as an Axiom, That Agza- 
Fortis diffolves Silver, and does not diffolve Gold ; and that on 
the contrary, Aqua-Regalis diffolves Gold, and does not diffolve 
Silver. 3 

In the mean time the Diffolution treated of here, is a Dif- 
{olution of Silver made with the Phlegm of Agua-Regalis, which 
diffolves Gold. This Fa€t is accompanied with feveral Obfer- 

vations occafion’d by it, which ftill make the Difficulty grea- 
ter. But we muft refer for the Particulars to the Book it 
Aelf. 3 } 

The Enquiries of Mr. Lemery, the Son, into the Nature of 
Tron, and thofe which he has made upon the Iron of Plants, 
muft needs be pleafant to the Reader who loves Exa€tnefs in Ex- 
periments and Reafoning. 

Iron is the moft common of all Metals, and of the leaft Va- 
lue in Commerce, but its great ufe in Phyfick, and the confide- 
rable fhare that it has in the Phenomena of the Load-Stone, 

‘taake it equally worthy of the Attention of Phyficians, and of 
the Curiofity of Natural Philofophers. Mr. Lemery, who has 
examin’d it carefully by Chymiftry, propofed principally to 
“himfelf the difcovery of Two things: The Firft was, Whether 
Iron could be revived: And the Second, If there were any Iron 
in the Compofition of common Vitriol. . 

We have in his Memoir the Reafon he had to fup- 
pofe that Iron did not revive at leaft fo erfetly as o- 
ther Metals, and that which occafion’d his Defire to know 
if any Siga of Iron coud be found in common Vitriol, 
was, that common Vitriol is made with Iron, and {éve- 
‘ral Acids; and, that he had reafon to believe, that natural 
Vitriol is form’d in the Bowels of the Earth, of the fame 
Materials, and in the fame manner, as that which is made in 
the Laboratories of Chymifts. To try whether this Conje&ture 
was folid, he took 3 forts of Materials, which, being examin’d 
ty convenient Operations, might fully fatisfy his Curiofity, viz. 

‘itriol of Mars, made as ufual, of the filings of Iron and Spis 
‘tit of Viwiol, the Ruft of the beft Iron he cou’d find ; Cokotbar 
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left, after the Diftilling of Exg/i/h Vitriol, and {weeten’d with 
comtnon Water, as much as it cou’d be. 

Mr. Lemery work’d on thofe 3 Materials feparately, and ha- 
ving diftil’d them with a great Fire, there proceeded from all 
of them a very ftrong Smell of common Sulphur; and, at laft, 
were reduc’d alk into the fame fort of a black Powder, which 
the Loadftone attra€ted as ftrong as it does Iron or Steel. None of 
thofé Matters, before the Operation, had the Property of being 
drawn by the Loadftone. The Artificial Vitriol was at firft re- 
duc’d by diftillation into a true Colcothar, which, being after- 
wards put into a Crucible, and fet over a very hot Fire, produc’d 
the black Powder, juft now mention’d, in the fame manner as 
the Colcothar, made by diftilling Exg//h Vittiol ;. thus Mr. Le- 
mery’s ConjeCture, as to the Matters which compofe natural Vi- 
triol, was juftificd by the Experiment, v7z. That it is like 
artificial Vitriol, compos’d of Iron, mix’d with an Acid Spi- 
rit. ; 
Experience did no lefs confirm his Conjefture, as to the diffi- 
culty of reviving Iron. ’Tis true that the effect of the Load- 
ftone, upon the black Powder, feem’d to denote a revivification - 
of Iron, but feveral particular Experiments upon that Powder, 
and upon Filings of Ison, fhew’d confiderable differences; all of 
which convinced Mr. Lemery that the revivification was not per- 
fe&t ; and that the black Matter, under Confideration, was no- 
thing but Iron defpoil’d of its Oily Parts. From thofe Obférva- 
tions our Author-drew thefe 3 Confequences. 3. That Iron is - 
compofed of an Earth, united ftri€tly to an Oily Matters he . 
thinks there are no Acids in the Compofition, not bur that there 
are Acids in Iron, but they are foreign to it, and fo far from : 
being an effential part of it, that they ferve only to deftroy it: 
2. That Iron is eafily diflulv’d, and thence comes its ufefulnefs 
in Phyfick, in which the good effe€ts it works, are probably due 
to the Oily part, feparated from the Earth, by the Chymical 
Operations which are perform’d in Humane Bodies. 3. That it 
the Oily part of Iron make it proper for Phyfick, it is tne Earthy 
part to which the Magnetick Phenoinena are to be afcrib’d; 
not that every fort of Earth is proper for thar, becaufe it requires. - 
a particular difpofition of the Pores ; but, “tis certainly true, 
that the Loadftone attrafts ic betrer when ’tis deipoicd of its 
Oil. This Remark makes Mr. Lemery conje€ture, thatthe Load- 
ftone was originally Iron, whefe Oily part was diied up with 


na 


Lire - 


/ 























32 Che THosks of the Learnen, 


the heat of the Earth. There ate many other curious Refleftions 
upon this Article in the Memoir, for which we mutft refer to the 
Book it felf. ee: 

As to what concerns. the Iron of Plants, difcover’d by 
Mr. Geoffroy, he fays he found Iron in the Athes of all the Plants, 
he had examin’d, and having fuppos’d that he had made Iron 
himfelf, by a mixture of fuch Materials as thofe of which Iron 
is compos’d, he readily thought that Plants, furnifhing thofe, 
Principles which compofe that Metal, Iron was made by the 
calcination of Plants, the Fire mixing the Principles together, 
of which it is form’d. Mr. Lemery, the Son, who found Iron 
in thofe Materials which.are made ufé of to compofe it, efta- 
blifhes here another Opinion, which is, that there is real lron 
in Plants, and that it is very reafonable to believe fo, if it be. 
trye that Iron may be divided into parts fmall enough, fo as to. 
pafs eafily into the Stalks of the Plants, and light enough, 
however weighty that Metal may be, to afcend with the Sap 
which Mr. Lemery has prov’d, and related an Experiment of 
it in the publick Affembly, in November 1706. 
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A Brief Hiftory of the Foint-Ufe of Precompos'd Set-forms of Prayer ; 
poo te the Ancient Fews, our Saviour, bis Apoftles, 
and the Primitive Chriftians, never join'd in any Prayers, but 
Precompos'd Set-forms only.. 2dly, That thofe Precompos’d Set- 
forms in which they join'd, were fuch, as tbe refpedtive Gongrega- 
tions were aceuftomed to, and thoroughly acquainted with. 3dly, 
That their Praétice warrants the impofition of a National Precom- 
pofed Liturgy. To which is annexed a Dies of the Gift of 
Prayer 5 {hewing that what the Diffenters mean by the Gift of Prayer, 
viz. @ Faculty of conceiving Prayers Extempore, is not promifed 
és Scripture. By Thomas Bennet M. 4. Cambridge, Printed 
as the Univerfity-Pre/s for Edmond Jeffery, Bookfeller in Cam-~ 
bridge, and are to be Sold by James Knapton at the Crown is 
St. Paul’seChurch-Yard : London, 1708. 800. Pages 444 


OR the better Underftanding of the following Difcourfe, 
our Learned Author premifes fome things concerning 
Praying in a Set-form of Words or without it. And, 


, Fir. He Obferves, That he that Prays without a Set-form 
of Words, may fo Pray either with Premeditation or without 
it. He that Prays with Premeditation, is he that confiders be- 
fore-hand of the Matter and Method of his Prayer, but does 
not prepare beforehand the Words in which it is expreffed : 
He that Prays without Premeditation, is he that fpeaks to God 
of fuch parts of the Matter of Prayer, and in fuch Order as 
wel] as in fuch Words, as then comes into his Mind, when he 
is Praying. 


Secondly,He Obferves, “ That he only who does himfelf: 
“ Conceive or Frame a Prayer Extempore, can be faid to Pray 
** without a Set-Form of Words”; For he who only joins ina 
Prayer Conceiv’d or Fram’d Extempore by another Perfon, does 
moit certainly Pray in a Set-form of Words, from which he 
cannot depart, without ceafing to join with him, and confe- 
quently, breaking off the ome Worfhip of God: And cas 
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fame Prayer which at firft was conceiv’d Extempore, if it be 
repeated again in the fame Words in’ which it was firft Fram’d, 
either by him who Conceiv’d it, or any other Perfon, becomes 
a Set-form ; becaufethe Words are fix’d and ‘certain, tho’ it 
be New to him that hears it, as any Set-form which has been. 
ufed for many Years, may be New to any Perfon-that occafi- 
onally comes in to hear it. — 


Thirdly. He Obferves, “* That tho’ the People who join in 
“ the Prayer Conceiv’d Extempore by the Minifter, do Pray in 
« 4 Set-form; yet do they Pray Extempore notwithftanding ” ; 
becaufé they offer up a Prayer to God, of which they knew not 
one Word beforehand, which is to Pray Extempore. 


From whence he infers, 1.‘ That there is a-great deal of 
“ difference between Praying Extempore, and Conceiving a 


“Prayer Extempore” ; for a Man may Pray Extempore, who 
does not Conceivea Prayer Extempore,but only joins in that Prayer 
which another Conceives, afloon as it is utter’d by another. 

2. He infers, That Praying E-xtempore, and Prayifig ina 
Set-form, are by no means-inconfiftent: Fora Man does then 
Pray Extempore, when he joins Extempore in the ufe of a Set» 
form, either newly conceiv’d of made along while.ago, which 
he never heard before he joinsinit. : 

3. He infers, “ That there are two forts of Set-Forms of 
“ Prayer, ;viz. Firft, Such as are Compos’d before; Secondly, 
“* Such as are Compos’d at the time of their being offer'd up to 
“God: For Prayers Conceiv’d Extempore are Set-forms to thofe 
“ who join ia them”; and confequently, are fuch Set-forms 
as are Compos’d at.the time of offering them upto God. And 
tis granted on all hands, that precompos’d Set-forms, are not 
Conceiv’d Extempore. And he Obferves, That no Prayer, 
whether it be in a Set-form of Words or Conceiv’d Extempore, 
is acceptable to God, unlefs it be accompanied with Devout 
Affe&tions, which may be felt in the ufe of precompos’d Set- 
forms, fuch as the Lords Prayer, as well as of thofé Conceiv'd 
moar which are. Set-forms to the. Hearers who. join in 
them. . | 
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Thefe things being prethifed; the Learned Author endea- 
Vours to prove, 1ft. “ That the Ancient Jews, our Saviour, 
“‘ his Apoftles, aid the Primitive Chriftians, never join’d in 
* any Prayers, but precompos'd Set-forms only. And this he 
* proves by fhewing 1ft, That they did join in precomposd 
“' Set-forms of Prayer. 2. That they never join’d in any 
“other”. 1ft, That they did join in precompos’d Set-formis. 
And this he proves, as to the Ancient Jews, rft. From that 
Song of Thankfgiving, which Mes compos after the Paflage 
of the I/raelites thro” the Red-Sea, Exod. 15. for it is plain by 
the Words of it, that this Song, was a Form of Prayer fpoken 
to God ; and ’tis no lefs evident that it was precomposd, fince 
Mofés and the Children of Ifrael Sung it, v. 1. and confequently 
they muft have learn’d it by heart, and the Tune of it alfo, 
2. From the Form of Prayer us'd in the Expiation of an uncer- 
tain Murder, which was precomposd by God himfelf, v. 1. 
Our bands bave not {hed, &c, Deut. 21. 7,8. and fromdivers 
patts of the Song which Deborab and Batak Sung, Fudg. 5. 
which being precompos’d and fpoken to God, are confequently 
‘a precompos’d Set-form of Prayer. 3. The Scriptures aflure 
us, That David appointed the Levites-to ftand every morning-to 
thank and praife the Lord, and likewife at even, 1 Chron, 23. 30. 
And °tis certain they Sung the Pfalms of David, as Fofephus 
exprefly affirms ; wherefore the Temple-Service appointed by 
David, is a clear proof; that the Ancient ews us’d precom- 
pos’d Set-forms of Prayer, fuch as the generality of the Pfalms 
are. And thefe few Inftances, fays our Author, may fuffice to 
fhew, that the Ancient Jews did ufe fome precompos’d Forms 
of Prayer, before their Return from the Babylomifh Captivity ; 
{eeing there is‘ no. ground to believe, that befides the Pfalms 
Sung by the Levites, and fome few extraordinary Services, there 
were at that time any Prayers jointly offerd to God by the 
Fews, either in their Temples or elfewhere, but their Devoti- 
ons feem to have been ordinarily Private, even in the moft 
publick places. .“* But after the return of the ‘fews from Baby- 
“¢ Jom, the Priefts and Levites Sung together by Courfe, (and con- 
*¢ fequently their Pfalms were precompos’d) atter the Ordinance 
|“ of David King of Ifrael, Ezra 3. 10,11.” And the Prophet 
Ezra, (with other Prophets, who Compos’d the great 
Synagogue, of which Ezra was Prefident) Compos’d the famous 


18 Benedictions; which contained all the feveral parts of the 
E 2 Matter 
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Matter of Prayer, as Confeffion, Petition, @e. and were en 
join’d to: be us’d by the Great Synagogue, not only in their 
Temple, but alfo in their Synagogues and Oratories::.So that 
the ufe of precompos'd Set-forms of Prayer,.was prefcrib’d by 
Infpir’d Perfons, and was: univerfally: receiv’d by the fews,. 
until the Deftruction of Ferufelem. And even fince the Deftruc- 
tion of’ their Capital City, tho’ the ‘fews cannoroffer Sacrifice, 
becaufe they have not their Temple, yet every Body knows, 
that the ufe of: precompos'd Set-forms of Prayer, has conftant- 
ly continued with them to this very day.. ; 


2.. As to Chrift and his Apoftles and other Difciples, that 
they join’d in precompos’d Set-forms of Prayer, appears from 
hence; becaufe our Saviour kept conftant Communion with the 


Jewith Church, and conf — took all Opportunities of: 
-fo 


joining in thofe precompos’d Set-forms of Prayer, which were 
daily us’d: in the Jewifh Congregations. And.the Praétice of 


the Apoftles.was doubtlefs the fame till our Saviours Afcenfion:; 
after which, befides that they did probably join in the Jewifh: 


Worhhip as before, As 3. 1. and 13.15. ’tis plain, that they 
us’d precompos’d Set-forms, during the remainder: of their 
Lives. For proof. of. which.our-Author fhews, 


Firft, That the ufe of the Lord’s Prayer is Commanded, as. 
plainly appears from Luke 11. 2. where our Saviour fays, When. 
you pray, fay, Our Father, &c. which rs cannot be underftood to : 


be only a: Directory for the matter of Prayer, becaufe we are ex- 
prefly Commanded to ufe thefe very Words. And befides our Av- 


thor obferves, thatour Saviour did not only deliver this Form of. 


Prayer in his Sermon on the Mount,. Mast. 6.9, but at a diffe. 
rent Time, and upon a different Occafion, When one of his 


Difciples faid unto him, Lord, teach us to pray, Luke-11. 1, 2: i. ¢.. 


tell us what Form of Prayer we fhall ufe ; in anfwer to which 
Defire, our Lord delivers a Set-form of Prayer, and Orders his 
Difciples to ufe it: From whence it appears, that the Lord’s 
Prayer was one Settled-form, which he gave to his Difciples at 
different Times, as occafion offered. The ObjeGions againft 
this Command of ufing the Lord’s Prayer as a Set-form, with the 
proper Anfwers to them, may be feen at large in our Author 
from page 31 to 47. : 


Second 
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Secondly, Our Author fhows, That the Apoftles and Primitive 
Chriftians, join’d in the ufe of the Lord’s Prayer; This plainly 
follows from what has been prov'd, viz. That our sed Com- 
manded the ufe of it, for certainly the Apoftles did obferve 
their Lord’s Command, and confequently they did ufe it par- 
ticularly in their publick Worfhip, at: which: they join’d with 
others in the ufe-of it.. For the the ufe of the Lord’s Prayer 
be: not exprefly mentioned in Scripture, as: neither’ are the 


.Words of their other Prayers, except in two Cafes Recorded’; 


“ Yet this Negative Argument proves nothing, for by the fame 
‘* way of Reafoning we may conclude, that the Apoftles never 
“Celebrated the Lord’s Supper,. becanfe we have not one 
¢* inftance of it in Scripture ; or that they did not all of them 
¢¢ Adminifter Baptifm, becaufe. it is exprefly affirm’d but of 
“ few of them ; or that they did not Sing. Pfalms on the Lord's- 
“-Day Affemblies,.which notwithftanding no Body queftions, 
‘* tho’ the Scripture takes no notice of their doing it”. As to 
the Primitive Chriftians, our Author proves it to have been 
their conftant Cuftom to ufe the Lord’s Prayer by a numerous 
cloud of Witnefles, who confpire in Attefting this Truth, fuch 
as Tertullian, Origen, St. Cyprian, St. Cyril of Ferufalem, St. Cbry- 
foftom, &c. whofe Words may be feen at large in the Author: 
And hence he infers, ‘* That if the Judgment of the Ancient 
“Fathers, who knew the Practice of the Apoftles much better 
“¢ than we, may be rely’d on, the Apoftles did certainly ufe 
‘© the Lord’s Prayer, 


Thirdly, Our Author proves, That the Apoftles and Primitive 
Chriftians join'd in the ufe of Pfalms. As for inftance, Paul 
and Silas, when they were in Prifon, Pray’d and Sang Praifes 
usto God, A& 16. 25, and it moft be fuppos'd that they did it 
Vocally, becaufe the Prifomers beard them, and that they 
united in. the fame Prayer and Praifes, otherwife they would 
have difturb’d one another. - Again, the. Apoftle blames the 
Corinthians, becaufe when they came together, every one hada 
Pfalm, had a Do@trine, Ge. 1 Cor. 14.26, He dees nos forbid 
the ufe of Pfalms, but fuppofing them to be Cuftomary, he 
orders them to join in the ufe.of them toavoid Confufion. I 
fhall add. but one Text more, which is Col. 3. 16. Let the word 
of Chrift. dwell in you richly in all Wifdom, teaching and admonifhing 
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one another, in P(alms and Hymns and Spiritual Songs, Singing with 
ponte ins your oan ‘to the Lord. In which Words the Apoftle 
plainly Commands the Joint-Singing of Pfalms, and therefore 
joint Pfalmody was Inftituted by the Apoftles as a conftant part 
of Divine Worfhip. After this our Author proves that the 
Primitive Chriftians did Praétife accordingly in the following 
Age, from the Teftimony of Pliny, who fays in his Epiftle to 
Trajan, “That the Chriftians Affembled early in the Morning, 
<¢ and Sang a Hymn to Chriftas God , ,and from the Teftimonies 
of many Ancient Fathers and other Writers, which are too 
tong tobe here inferted: -And from this Pradtice of the Apoftles 
their joining thus in the ufe of Pfalms, our Author infers, that 
they join’d in the ufe of precompos’d Set-forms of Prayer, 
becaufe a great part of the Pfalms, being oe dire&tly to 
God, aré Prayers; as appears particularly fromthe Pfalms of 
David, in which there are many Addrefles to the Divine Ma- 
jefty. | 


Fourthly, Our Author proves, that the Apoftles and Primitive 
Chriftians join‘d indivers precompos’d Forms of Prayer, befides 
the Lord's Prayer and Pfalms. And to this purpofe he alledges 
the inftance of St. Peter and St. Pasl, who being Threatned 
and Commanded not to Preach the Gofpel, Went to their own 
Company, and reported all that’ the Chief Priefts and Elders had faid 


wnto them. And when ebey beard that, they life up their Voice to Gid 


with one accord, and faid, Lord thon art God, &c. Which Words 
cannot be underftood of one fingle Perfon, who aéted in the 
name of all the reft, for it is exprefly faid, of the whole Com- 
pany that they lifted up their Voice with one accord; which 
plainly denotes the concurrence of more Voices than one, and 
that they did all of them lift up their Voices together, which 
they could not do, unlefs the Prayer they us'd, were a precom- 
pos'd Set:form. : 
After this our Author proves at great length in feyeral 
Chapters, that the Primitive Chriftians in the 3d. qth. and sth. 
Centuries, joind in the ufe of. divers precompos’d Set-forms of 
Prayers, befides the. Lord’s. Prayer. and Pialms; and this he 
does with great fhow of Learning, by citing divers paflapes of 
the Ancient Fathers, who Wrote in thefe feveral Centuries, in 
the Original Languages in which they Wrote; as of Tertullian 
St. Cyprian and St. Gregory Thaumaturgus in the 3d. Century 5 oF 
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St. Gregor Nuaxianzen, St. Epiphanius, &c. to which he-has added 


the 8th Canon of the Council of Lasdicez, which enjoins the 
Joint-ufe of a Liturgy in the 4th Century ; and the Decrees of 


the 2d Council of Carthage, and the 2d Council of Milevis, 


prefcribing Set-forms of Prayer in the 5th Century : All which 
Citations and Teftimonies may be feen at large in the Author 
by the Learned Reader, who defires fatisfaction in thefe Mat- 
ters; together with his Anfwers to the Objections of Mr. 
Clarkfon, and the Author of the Enquiry, &c. againft the ufe 
of Set-forms in the Primitive Church. 

Having thus:prov’d, That our Saviour and his Apoftles join’d 
in the ufe of the Lord’s Prayer and Pfalms, and that the Apo- 
ftles and Primitive Chriftians, for the firft 5 Centuries join’d 
in other precompos’d Set-forms, befides the Lord’s Prayer and 
Pfalms ; he proceeds in the fecond place, to fhew that they 
never join’d in any other, befides precomposd Set-forms of 
Prayers: And to this purpofe, he anfwers all the Arguments 
that are alledg’d by Mr. C/ark/on and others, for the ufe of Ex- 
tempore Prayers in the Primitive Church; from whence he con- 
cludes, That we ought not to believe that any fuch Prayers 
were then ufed, becaufe it is unreafonable to believe a Matter 
of Fa& without any Ground. After this he proves, that the 
Joint-Prayers of the Primitive Chriftians were Well-known 
Forms, and fuch as their Congregations were accuftom’d to, 
whence he infers, that their Practice does warrant the Impofi- 
tion of a National precompos’d Liturgy. [ And fo much may 
fuffice for a Specimen of this Learned Author’s way of hand- 
ling this important Subjeé&, which he has treated of more fully 
and particularly than any y,t extant in the Engi; Tongue, fo 
far as we know. | 

In the fame Volume there. follows a Difeour{e concerning the 
Gift of Prayer, by which the Diflenters underftand a Faculty otf 
Conceiving Prayer Extempore, beftow'd upon us by God ; tho” 
a Faculty of Praying to God in a Set:form of Words may be 
truly call’d a Gift of Prayer: And if it be underftood in the 
Diflenters Senfe, it muft be a Faculty of Conceiving Prayers 
Extempore, fo as that they be decently Exprefs'd; for ‘tis cer- 
tain that all our Prayers: to God, ought to be decently Exprefsd. 
The Queftion between our Author and the Diflenters is thus 
Stated; Whether God has in the Holy Scriptures promis’d 
fuch a Faculty of Conceiving Prayer Extempore? and — 
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40 The works of Che Ler ned, 
fays our Author, the Queftion is not, whether God has endu’d 
fome Perfons with fuch aVolubility of Tongue-and Fluency of 
Speech, (which the Diflenters mean by the Gift of Prayer, ) 
as enables them to exprefs themfelves decently in Extempore- 
Prayers; fora Man may beendo'd with this Volubility, and 
feveral other Extraordinary Abilities, tho’ they are not pro 
mis’d in Scripture. 2 | ¢ 
Having thus ftated the Queftion; our Author firft Examines 
that famous Prophecy, Zech. 12. 10.. wherein the Diflenters 
pretend, that the Gift of Prayer is plainly :promis‘d ; The 
Words are thefe, nd I will pour out upon the Houfe of David, 
and upon the Inbabitants of Jerufalem, the Spirit of Grace and of 
Supplications : In aniwer to this, our Author fhews, that this 
Prophecy coacerns the Converted Fews only, of whom it is 
faid, in the fame 1oth werfe. And they fhall.look on me whom they 
have piere’d, and mourn for bim, &c. which Words St. ‘Fobn c. 10. 
v.37. applies to the Piercing of our Blefled Saviour on the 
Crofs; and fo the Gentile Converts, fuch as we are, have no 
fhare in this Prophecy. Secondly, Our Author fhews, that this 
Mourning fhall be great, w. 10. ‘They hall mourn for him, as one 
mourneth for bis only Son, &c. and that it fhall be National, v, 12. 
And the Land {hall mourn, every Family apart ; From whence, as 
‘from other Predictions in the Context, it appears that this 
Prophecy has not been yet fulfill’d, becaufe there has been no 
National Converfion of the Fews, and confequently no Nati- 
onal Mourning for the Crucifixion of our Saviour. Thirdly, 
Our Author fhews, That by the Spirit of Grace and Supplications, 
is meant a gracious and fupplicating Difpofition of Soul, and 
‘tho’ it were granted that the Faculty of Conceiving Prayers 
Extempore were here promis‘d, it would be of no Advantage to 
‘US 5 P 
x. Becaufe we are not the Perfons to whom the Promife is 
here made. 


2. Becaufe the Promife is not as yet fulfll'd. But that the 


_ Spirit of Grace and Supplication is confiftent with the ufe of 


Set-forms of Prayet, is very evident from the Examples of 
Chrift, his Apoftles, and the Primitive Chriftians, who eialaly 


join’d in them, and from the praétice of the Diflenters them- 
Yelves, who join in Extempore-Prayers, which to them are a Set- 


form, as has been already prov’d, 


The 
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The Second Text of Scripture, which our Author Explains, 
is x Gor, i4u 1951 will pray mish the Spirit, and I will pray with 
the Underftanding aife : the better Underftanding of ‘which 
Words, our Author premifes feveral Critical Remarks, con- 
cerning the Gift of Tongues and the Gift of Interpretation ; 
and then he fhows, that by Praying with the Spirit, is meant, 
Praying with the Gift of Tongues, and that by Praying with the 
Underftanding, is meant Praying Inatelligibly, or in fuch a 
Language as the Congregation Underftands , So that by Praying 
with the Spirit, cannot here be meant Praying in an unknown 
Tongue, but Praying with the Gift of Tongues in General, fo 
as to be Underftood by the Hearers, 4s appears from the next 
Verte; Elfe, when thow {halt blefs with the Spirit, bow fhall be who 
occupieth the Room of the Unlearned, fay Amen, at thy giving of 
Thanks, feeing be Underftandeth not what thou fayeft ? Having thus 
given the true Senfe of the Words, he fhows, that they cannot 


be meant of Extempore-prayer; 


1. Becaufe by the Gift of Tongues, a Man might fay the 
Lord’s-Prayer in an infufed Language, in which Cafe he cannot 
be faid to Conceive the Prayer Extempore, and yet he certainly 


Prays with the Spirit, 


_2. Becaufe, Praying with the Spirit, and Singing with the Sprit, 
which follows in the next Words, are to be underftood in the 
fame Senfe; but the latter cannot fignifie Conceiving Pfalms 
Extempore, Which is own'd by our Adverfaries to be impraéti- 
cable, and therefore neither can the former fignifie Conceiving 
Prayers Extermpore, And fince thofe who Sung with the Spirit, 
did certainly Sing precompos’d Hymns, *tis moft reafonable to 
conclude, that thofe who Pray’d with the Spirit, did alfo ufe 
precompos’d Prayers, efpecially Confidering what has been 
already prov’d, that this way of Praying was the conftant 
Practice of the Apoftles and Primitive Chriftians, and the 
Apoftle in this place takes no notice of their yarying from the 


ufval Cuftom. 
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3. If Praying with the Spirit, could fignifie Prayers Extempore} 
yet this Spiritual Gift being extraordinary, is now ceas‘d; 
and there is no Promife: of giving it-to any Perfons in thefe. . 


After this our Author, to Confirm: his‘Expofition-of the:1 sth: 
and other Verfes, fubjoins a Paraphrafe of. the greateft ‘part of 


the rath of 1 Cor. and then proceeds to Explain .Rom. 8:26. 
and feveral other Texts, which are: alledg'd:for: Extempore 
Prayers; all which may be feen at large in the:Author: What: 
has been faid being: fufficient to fhow, with what Care and 


Judgment he Examines the Scriptures, and with what Strength’. 


of Reafon he-confutes his Adverfaries... 


C There is a: Second Volume: publith’d by the fame Author, | 
of which an Account:. 


Eatituled, A Difcourfe of Joint-prayer, . 
may be. given in the next Jouraal. J. 


| Origines 
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Origines Ecclefiaftice : Or, The Ansiquisies of the Chripian Church. 
Is two Books: Whereof the firft treats of Chriftians in general; 
their feveral Names, Diftinétions and Degrees of Catechumens, 
Laity and Clergy. And the Second gives a particular Account of 
the feveral Superior Orders and Offices of the Clergy in the Primitive 
Church. By Jofeph Bingham, Reéfor of Headborn-Worthy, 
sear Winchefter. London, Printed for Robert Knaplock, as 
the Bifhop’s Head és Sz. Paul’s Church Yard. 8ve. Pages 


318. 


THE Delign of the Learned Author, as he declares-in the 
Preface, “‘ is chiefly to gratify the Englifh Reader, with 

€ an entire Collection of -Church-Antiquities in our own Lan- 
“ guage, of which this Volume is publifh’d as a Specimen.” 
Which is a Work, as our Author obferves, that none have 
ever attempted in Englijb; for though feveral in their Ecclefi- 
aftical Hiftories, and Accounts of the Primitive Church, have 
meation'd fome particular Ufages and Praétices of the Church, 
yet none have made a compleat Collection of them in the 


Method here propofed. ne 


Our Author begins this Volume with an Account of the 
feveral Names, by which the Chriftians Diftinguifh’d themfel- 
ves, of which I fhall mention a few. | Epipbanius fays, that they 
were call'd Fefeans, either from Feffe the Father of David, or 
rather, as our Author thinks, from the Name of Fefas. This 
Name is .given them by Philo, who calls them alfo Thera- 
peuta, i.e. Worfhippers of the true God, or Spiritual Phyficians: 
But thefe Names being difus’d-in After-Ages, the Primitive 
Names by which they were call'd at the firft planting of 
Chriftianity, were commonly us’'d, viz. Saints, Belsevers, EleF, 
&c. which Names fignifie not any Seleé&t Number of Chriftians, 
but all that are admitted into the Church by Baptifm. The 
Chriftians alfo, fometimes ftile themfelves Gnoficks, i.e. Men 
of Underftanding and Knowledge, becaufe the Chriftian Re- 
ligion is the beft Knowledge and the trueft Wifdom; which 
Name was abufed bya fort of ageing known by the 7 
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of Gnoficks. Another Name which frequently occurs: in the 
Writings of the Ancients, is that of Theophors ; and this is the 
Title which Ignatius ufually gave himfelf, who being ask’d 
by Trajan what he meant by Theophorus, replyed, that he meant 
one who carried Chrift in his Heart, asitis written, I sill davell 
in them and walk in them. Our Author Obferves, that all their 
Names had fome Relation to God atid Chrift, upon whieh 
account they ‘were ealled Chriftians ; but they abhorr'd the 
Party-Names, fuch as Petrians and Paulians, &c. which was the 
way of Sefs and Herefies. And becaufe the Hereticks com- 
monly confin'd Religion to a Sele& Party of Men, therefore 
the Church was call’d Catbuliek, as being univerfally diffus’d 
Pir all the World, and the Members of it were. called 
Catho'icks. 


In the next place, our Author mentions the feveral reproagh- 


ful Names that’ were caft upon the Chriftians by the Jews an 

Heathens. . Thus they were call’d by the Jews, the Se& of 
Nazarens, Aas 25, 5. which was the Title -of certain 
Jewith Apoftates, who kept Circumcifion and the Mofaical 
Rites, together with the Chriftian Religion; ahd therefore was 
forfaken by thofé who call’d themfelves Chriftians, Ads 11. 26. 
Another Namé of Reproach was that of Galileans, which was 
Julians ordinary Stile. Thus he told old Maris a Blind Chrifti- 
an Bifhop, Thy Galilean God avill mot Cure thee. . They were alfo 
call’d Grecian Inspoftors. Thus our Saviour himfelf was call’d the 
Deceiver, Mat.'27. 63. and his followers were commonly call’d 
by that Name, not only by the Jews but by the Heathens: And 
they were call'd Grecian Inipoftors, becaufe many of the Chri- 
ftian Phylofgphers took pon them the Grecian Habit, which 
was the Pallimm, whence the Greeks were call’d Palliati, as the 
Romans were call'd Togati. The Heathens went further in their 
Malice, and becaufe our Saviour and his Followers did many 
Miracles, which they attributed to the power of Magick, 
therefore they declaim’d againft them as Magicians, and fo 


exposd them to the Fury of ‘the Vulgar. 


They call’d them alfo Arheifs, becaufe they derided ‘the 
Worthip of the Heathen-Gods ;° Se/f-Murderers, becaufe they 
readily offér’d themfelves to Martyrdom ; Parabolani, becaule 
they chofe rather to Fight with Wild Beafts than deny their 


Religion ; 
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Religion ; and a Skulking Generation, becaufe they were forced 
to keep their Meetings in the Night. There were feveral 
ether Reproachful Names given them by the Hereticks, which 
may be feed in the Author, together with the reafon of giving 
them. : ) 


Having given an Account of the feveral Names of Chrifti- 
ans, our Author proceeds to {peak of the Perfons and feveral 
Orders of Men in the Chriftian Church, Exfebius reckons but 
three Orders, viz. The Rulers, Relievers and Catechumens. 
St. Ferom after Origen, by dividing the Clergy into three Or- 
ders, makes five of them, viz, Bifhops, Presbyters, Deacons, 
Believers and Catechumens. In which Account our Author 


Obferves; 


: 1."Phat the Name of Beliewers, is here taken for the Baptized 
Laity, in Contradiftin@ion to the Clergy and the Catechu- 
mens. , 7 


2: That the Catechumens, tho’ but imperfe& Chriftians were 


own’d to be within the Pale of the Church, being reckoned one . 


of its three Orders. : 


. 3.' That Hereticks were not reckon’d among Chriftians; but 
were efteem’d as meer Fews or Pagens, neither having the true 
Faith, nor defiring to learn it: Which our Author proves from 
the Teftimonies of feveral Fathers, and the Laws made by 
Conftantine and Theodofius Junior, again{t the Arians and Neff- 
Oriani. : 


4. That Penitents and Energumens, as they call’d thofe who 
were poflefsd with Evil Spirits, may be rank’d among the 
Catechumens, being commonly treated as they were; and that. 
the Monks and other Afceticks, may be rank’d among Believers, 
though they had fome Marks of Diftin@ion in the Church. 


After this our Author gives an Account of the Titles of 
Honour and Privileges, which Be/iewers had above the Cates 
chumens, 


And 
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And I. As to their Titles, they were call’d:.1. The Iumi- 
nate, which Word is twice us’d in the Epiftle to the: Hebrews 
for the Baptiz'd, in the Opinion of moft.of:the Interpreters, 
viz. in Heb. 6. 4. and 10. 32. The reafon of the Name was, 

becaufe after Baptifm, their Underftandings were enlighten’ 
with the Knowledge of the Myfteries of Religion, which 
were kept Secret from the Catechumens. And hence, 


2.. They were call’d dnitisti, i.e. They were admitted to the 
‘Ufe of the Sacred Offices, and Knowledge.of the Sacred Myfte- 
ries of Religion. : 


3. They were called the Perfeé, becaufe they were:‘Confum- 
mate Chriftians, who had a Right to participate of the Holy - 
-Eucharift, which. is call’d. +8 kas in the Canons.of the An- 
cient Councils, and gives us the moft Confummate Perfection, 
that we are capable of in this World. 


4. Tertullian adds to thele, the Name of Chars Dei, becaufe 
‘their Prayers and Interceflions were powerful with God to ob- 
tain Pardon for others. 


If. Correfpondent to thefe Names, the Faithful had their 
peculiar Privileges in the Church above the Catechumens.. For, 


x. Ic was their Sole Prerogative, to Communicate with one 
another in the Symbols of Chrift’s Body and Blood. And there. 
fore the Cuftom was, before they went to the Eucharift , for 
a Deacon to proclaim, “Ayre ayies, Holy Things for Holy 
Men ; ye Catechumens go forth. etn or 


2. Another Prerogative of the Faithful, was to ‘ join with 
* che Minifter in all the Prayers of the Church, which the 
* Catechumens were not allowed todo. For in the Ancient 
‘Service of the Church there were no Prayers before the 
*.Communion-Office, but only fich as particularly related , 
“either to the feveral Clafles of Penitents or Energumens , 
‘i.e. Perfons poflefs’d with Evil Spirits, or the Catechumens 
* themfelves. When thefe Prayers were ended, the Cate- 

 chumens and all others, were Commanded to withdraw, 


and 
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‘® and then began the Communion Service, at the Altar, where 
¢ none were admitted fo much as to be Spectators, fave thofe. 
© who were to Gommunicate in the Eucharift. ’ 


3. The ufe of the Lord’s-Prayer was the fole Prerogative of ' 


the Feithful.. That which is now accounted by fome a Sin, or an 
Argument of Weaknefs, or want of the Spirit, was in the Pri- 
mitive Times, accounted an Honour and Privilege of the moft 
perfect Chriftian, wz. to ufe. the. Lord’s-Prayer’; which is 
therefore call’d by St. Céry/oftom and St. Auftin, the Prayer of 
Believers. For-the. Catechumens were not allow’d'to fay, Oar 


Farber, until they made themfelves Sons by Regeneration in 


Baptifm. 


4s" Believers only were admitted to hear all Difcourfes made 
in the Church, even thofe about. the profoundeft Myfteries of 
* Religion: Whereas the-Catechumens were only allow'd to hear 
te oka and popular Difcourfes, chiefly about Points of 
orality. . , 
This Privilége: of the. Faithful, our Author proves from the 
Teftimonies @ St. Ambrofe, St. Aust in and Theodor Che 


Having Confidered the Fastbful, as oppos’d to the Catechu- 
mens,. our Author next takes a view of them as Contradiftin- 
guifh’d from the Clergy, in which Relation they are call'd Lay. 
men. And that this diftinétion of Clergy and Laity, was older 
than the 3d Century, he proves againft Salmafius and Selden, 
from Clemens Alexandrinuws, who fays of St. ‘Fobn, that having 
fettled at Epbefus, be Ordain’d Bifbops in the Neighbouring Natious, 
i fes per fuch Men for the Clergy, as were fignify'd to bim by she 
- Holy Ghoft. 

Whence it appears, that the Name of Clergy, was always 
a peculiar Title of thofe that were fet apart for the Service of 
God : For tho’ the People of I/rae/ are call’d God’s Kaiipes, his 
Inheritance or his Clergy, as both Jews and Chriftians were in 
Oppofition to the Heathen: Yet God had*his peculiar Kaiges 
among, his own People, who were his Lot and Inheritance, and 
diftinguifh’d by that Name from the Laity. And fo it is in the 
Chriftian Church, when God’s Minifters were to be diftinguifh'd 
from the reft of the People, then the Name Céerics or Clergy, 
was their appropriate Title, and the Name of the other Lay- 
MEM... 
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_ © This Obfervation, fays our Author, will help'to Set ano- 
t ther fort of Perfons right, who Confound the Offices of Laity 
‘and Clergy, and plead that Originally there was no diftinction 
* between them. The Name of Priefthaod indeed, is fometimes 
¢ given tothe whole Body of Chriftian People, 1 Pet. 2.9. but fo it 
© was to the Jewifh People, Exod. r9. 6. Yet every one knows, 
¢ that the Offices of the Priefts and Levites, were very diftin® 
¢ from thofe ofthe Common-People, not by Ufurpation, but by 
¢ God’s Appointment. And fo it was among Chriftians from 
© the firft Foundation of the Church. Wherever any Number 
‘ of Converts were made, affoon as they were capable of being 
* form’d into an Organical Church; a Bifhop or a Presbyter 
* with a Deacon, was Ordain’d to Minifter unto them, as Epi- 
‘ phanins delivers, from: the Ancient Hiftories of the Church.’ 
This Diftinétion of Clergy and Laity as to their Offices, our 
Author proves from the foremention’d paflage of Clemens Alex. 
andrinus, from Jgnatins’s Epiftles, St. Ferom and Tertullian, who 
does not allow the Laity to Exercife any part of the Prieftly 
Office, except in Cafes of abfolute Neceflity, : 
After this our Author fhows, that Laymen were alfo call'd 
Seeulars, to diftinguifh: them both from the Clergy and the Af-- 
ceticks, who retird from the World ; and Private Men, to 
diftinguihh ‘them from Publick Minifters, Which Names he 
proves to-have been usd by the Ancient Fathers. 


And then he proceedsto fhow, That all who had any publick 
Employment in the Church were call’ Clerict ; which Name 
was given at firft, only. to the three Superior Orders of Bifhops, 
Priefts and Deacons, becaufe then there were no other Orders; 
but when in the third Century, other Inferior Officers were 
Appointed, as Subdeacons, dc. then the fame Name was given 
to them, and to them it was afterwards Appropriated by way 
of Diftin&ion from the Superior Orders; The Clergy were 
alfo.call’d' Canomici, becaufe their Names were enter’d in the 
Roll of that-Church to.which they belong’d ; and rdfei¢: 4 ‘Ba- 
wales, the Order of the Sanétuary, becaufe it was their Prtvi- 
lege to enter into that part of the Church, where the Altar 
{tood, which was-call’d: tue Or isedleov, the Sanctuary.’ -” ° 


Having 




















“Having thus confidered’ the Clergy in General, as diftind 
from the Laity, .our Author proceeds to enquire into the Di- 
ftin&ion between the Orders of Bifhops and Presbyters. And 


to give a full and clear Account of this Matter, fo far as concerns 


matter of Fact and the Praétice of the Church, he Confiders 
thefe three things. 


1. © That the Ancient Writers of the Church, always {peak 
‘of thefe as Diftin& Orders. 


- 2. © That they Derive the Original of Bifhops, from Divine 
_$ Authority and Apoftolical Conftitution. 


3. © That they give us particular Accounts and Catalogues, 
‘of fuch Bifhops as were firft Settled and Confecrated, in the 
* New-founded Churches, by the Hands of the Apoftles, : 


Before he. proceeds to the proof of thefe Things, he takes 
Notice of fome Schoolmen. who diftinguifh’d between Order 
and Jurifdiction, and make Bifhops and Presbyters of the fame 
Order, .and to differ only in Power and Jurifdictiou: Which 
Diftin@ion, fays our Author, was unknown to the Ancients, 
among whom the Words, Order, Degree, Office, Power and 
_JurifdiGion, when they fpeak of. the Superiority of Bifhops 
above Presbyters, mean the fame thing, viz. the Power of 
the Supreme Governors of the Church over Presbyters, who 
.are to do nothing, but in Subordination ‘to them. And in this 

Senfe.he ufes the Word Order in this Difcourfe, which he 
_proves to be the Senfe of the Ancients by feveral Quotations 


outof St. Ferom. 


This being premifed, he proves, That the Order of Bifhops 
was always own’d to be Superior to, that of Presbyters, 
from the Teftimonies of the moft Ancient Writers. The Te- 
ftimonies of St. Igvatins in his Epiftles, which have been clearly 
ptov’dby Learned ;Men.to be his Genuine Remains, are veiy 
full to this. purpofe, out of which onr Author Cites but ouve 
among many,.in his Epiftle.to the Magvefians, ‘ Where he Ex- 
“horts them to.do all things in Unity. under the Bihhop prefi- 


‘ding in the place of God, and rhe, Presbyters in the place of 
ie. the, 





ar i 
ie 
| 
‘ 
; 
; 


eee eee 






sat 














“co she Allows of the LEARNED, 


‘the Apoftolical. Senat, andthe Deacons to whom isCome- 
¢ mitted the Miniftry and Service of Chrift.*° The fame three 
Orders are diftin@ly mentioned in the Aéts of the Martyrdom 
of Ignatius lately Publifh’d, andin the” Epiftle of Pius Bifiop of 
Rome to Fuftus of Henna: And in the beginning of the next 
Age, we have the Teftimonies of Clemens Alexandrinus, Origen 
and Tertullian (which may be feen in our Author) who all agree: 
in the fame things; That in their Times there were different 
Orders of Bifhops and Presbyters in the Churclt.. 


2. He fhews that the Order. of Bifhops was of Apoftolical 
Inftitution.. The Order cf Bifhops, fays Tertullian, when. it is 
trac’d up to its Original, will be found to have St. Fob» for its 
Original, which agrees exaétly with what was before Cited 
out of Clemens Alexandrinus > And thefe were the Afiatick Bifhops, 
of whom St. Ferom fays, that at their requeft, St. Fob» Wrote 
his Gofpel againft the Herefies of Ebion and Cerinthus. 

Whence it follows, that according to this Account, the Or- 
der of Bifhops was fettled’ before the Canon of the Scripture 
was concluded. This is farther Confirm’d from the Teftimo- 
nies of Ireneus and Tertullian, who makes-a Challenge to all 
Hereticks, to fhow the Succeffion of their Bifhops from fome 
Apoftle,, or Apoftolical Man.. 


III. Our Author gives a Lift of fuch Bifhops as were. firft Or- 
dain’d by the Apoftles: And, 


1. For the Church of Rome; It is generally agreed by the 
Fathers, Ireneus and Tertullian, &c. that St. Peter appointed his 
Succeflor there, either Linus, as fome fay, or Clemens, as others 
think, or both of them as fome Learnéd Men think ; becaufe 
Linus and Anacletus both Died while St. Peter was alive, and 
Clemens was Ordain’d their Succeflor by St Peter alfo: As our. 
Author proves by Quoting many of the Fathers, and fome 
Learned Men, who have Written upon thisSubje&. 


Next, for the Church of Ferufalems it is unanimoufly Deli- 
_ ver’d by all the Ancient Writers, that St. fames the Lord's 
Brother was Bifhop thereof. St. Ferom fays he was Ordain’d 
by the Apoftles ; Cry/ofom, that he was made Bifhop by-Chrift. 
humfelf ; the Author of the Apoftolical Conftitutions, both by 


Chrift 
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Chrift and his Apoftles. In like manner Eufebivs and the Fa- 
thers, always fpeak of him as firft Bifhop of Ferufalemm, Ordain’d 
by the Apoftles. 


After this our Author fhows, from the Teftimonies of the 
Fathers ; That Evodis firft, and after him Ignatin, were Or- 
dain’d Bifhops of Antioch, by the Hands of the Apoftles; That 
Polycarp was Ordain’d Bifhop of Smyrna by the Apoftles; That 
Timothy was Ordain’d Bifhop of Ephefus, and Titus Bifhop of 
Crete by St. Pawl; That Dionyfius the Areopagite was made Bi- 
fhop of Athens, and Epapbroditus Bifhop of Philippi by the A- 
poftles. 

For Confirmation of what has been faid, our Author Sub- 
joins a fhort Account of the Titles of Honour given to the 
Bifhops in the Primitive Church. The moft Ancient of thefe, 
is the Title of Apoftles, which at firft was the Appropriate Name 
of Bifhops, while the Names of Bifhop and Presbyter were 
common to the firft and fecond Order. ‘* Thus Téeodoret fays 
“exprefly : The fame Perfons were Anciently call’d promifcu- 
* oufly both Bifhops and Presbyters, whilft thofe who are now 
* call'd Bifhops, were call’d Apofles: But fhortly after, the Name 
“of Apoftles was Appropriated to them who were Apoftles in- 
* deed, and then the Name Bifhop was given to thofe who were 
* tormerly call’d Apoftles.’ After that they were call’d Succeflors 
of theApoftles, as Cyprian and Firmilian, and the Bifhops in the 
Council of Carthage call themielves and others. Whence eve- 
ry Bifhops See was call’d Sedes Apofolica, as well as that of 
Rome, as deriving their Original from the Apoftles. : 


After this our Author proves, by Teftimonies of the Fa- 
thers, That the Bifhops in Ancient Times were call’d Princes of 
the*People, Prefidents of the Church, Chief Priefts and Princes of the 

; That every Bifhop was call’d Paps, Father or Pope, as 
well as the Bifhop of Rome: That Bifhops were commonly cal- 
led Fathers of Fathers, and Bifhops of Bifhops,~Patriarchs, Vicars of 
Chrift, and Angels of the Churches : All which may be feen in the 
Author, being too long to be here inferted. 
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In the next place, onr Author Confiders the Epifcopal Of-. 
fice, in the Difcharge of which, there is a threefold diftinGie. 
on between Bifhops and Presbyters. For, 





1, Inthe common Offices which might be perform’d by both, 
the Bifhop Aéted by an Independent Power, but Presbyters in 
Dependence upon, and Subordination to him. ‘This is clear: 
from many paffages in ep Cyprian, and the Canons of the: 
Ancient ‘Councils, which all agree in this, Zbar nothing is to be - 
done without the Bifhops i. e. without his Confent or Approbati-. 
on. This Rule was particularly applied to the Offices of Baptifm: 
and the Lord’s-Supper, which i¢ was not lawful for any Presby-- 
se to Adminifter without the Bifhop’s Allowance and Approw 

(tion. , he : 


And as to: Preaching, it was the Bifhop’s Office, which: 
he commonly difcharg’d himfelf; efpecially in’ the: African 
Churches, until St. u/fis was Authorized by Valerius his ni & 
to Preach before him 5 which being found to be of: good ufe 
and Service, feveral other Bifhops ‘granted their Presbyters. 
power to Preach, .contrary to'the Ancient Cuftom of the-Afri- 
caw Churches; -but in the Eafern Churches Presbyters were 
more commonly employ’d to Preach, and {0 Chryfofom Preach’d 
feveral of his Difcourfes' while he was but a Presbyter at An- 
tioch: Vet ftill:they did it by the Bifhop’s Authority. — 


2, Oar Author proves, That the Power of Ordaining Bifhops, 
«Presbyters and Déaconsi was never intrufted’in the Hands of: 
Presbyters ; who were only to lay on their Hands in the Ordi- 
nation of @ Presbyter,’ while the Bifhop by his Prayer‘perform’d 
the Office of Confecration. Fee CENT SR Te 
| Fie ie 
This he proves from the Teftimonies of ‘St. Ferems-and St. Cy-. 
prian, who both fay, That Bifhops are Superior: ‘to Presbyters’ 
onlyin ‘the Power of Ordination. But inthe Ordination of 
Bifhops; Presbyters had no hand at all, ste ore k fometimes: 
EleGted them, and placed them upon’ the Throne; for after 
that, the Ordination was perform’d by the Provincial Bifhops. 
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‘And hence it came to pafs, That the Ordinations of Presby- 
ters were commonly Revers’d and Difannull’d. As in the 
known Cafe of [lyras;, who was Depos’d by the Synod of 4- 
lexandria, becaule Colluthws who Ordain’d him was no more than 
a Presbyter, though he pretended to be a Bifhop; and in two o- 

ther Cafes of the like Nature mention’d by our Author, the 
Ordinations were likewife Annull’d. / 


After this our Author Anfwers feveral Allegations to the’ 


‘contrary, and Concludes from the whole, that Presbyters were 
never Authoriz'd to Ordain any Perfon. 


A third Difference between Bifhops and Presbyters is this : 


» Presbyters were: accountable to their Bifhops, not Bifhops 


to'their Presbyters; Nothing can be more evident, than that 
in Cyprian’s Time, all Bifhops were Invefted with the Power of 
Cenfuring Delinquents among’ the Clergy 3 of which our Au- 
thor gives feveral Inftances : And the ‘Apoftolical Canons plain-. 
ly fuppofe'this Power, when they fay, Zhae no Presbyter, or Dea- 
con, Excommunicased by bis own Bifbop, (hould be receiv'd by another : 
Vet this Power of the Bifhops was not Arbitrary or Unlimited, 
for according to the Cuftom of thofe Times, Bifhops did fel- 
dom do any thing of this Nature without the Advice and Co- 
fent of their Presbyters, who were their Affeffors. And be- 
fides, “if any Clergy-man thought himfelf Injur’d, the might 
* appeal to his Metropolitan, or a Provincial Synod: Nay, in. 
*fome places, the better to avoid Arbitrary Power, the Can- 
*nons provided, that no Bifhop fhould proceed to Cenfure a 
* Presbyter or Deacon, without the Concurrence of fome 
¢ Neighbouring: Bifhops, to join with them in their Sentence. 
¢-Thus'the firft:Couneil of Carthage requires Three to Cenfure 
* a Deacon, and Six to Cenfure a Presbyter.” And the Second 
and’ Third Council .of Carthage requires the fame Number of 
Bifhops in the fame Cafe. 


The next thing which our Author Confiders, ‘is the Powér of 
Bifhops over-the People, which” he ‘fays,; extends over all Per- 
fons of ‘what’ Rank or Quality foever, within their Diocefe ; 
particularly’ over Afceticks, Monks‘and Hermits, as appears 
from two Canons in the Council of Chalcedon, and from ‘the 


Law of ‘fuftinian in the Code; which fays, * All’ Monafteries 
are 
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©are to be reckon’d under the Jurifdiction of the Bifhop in ~ 


© whofe Territories they are.’ Nay, ‘Even the Subordinate 
* Magiftrates were fubjeét to their Spiritual Difcipline and 
* Correétion, for the Prefects and Governors of Cities and 
‘ Provinces, were oblig’d to take their Commnunicatory Letters 
* along with them, to the Bifhap of the place whither the Go- 
© vernment fent them, and whilft they continued in their Office 
© there, they were to be under the Bifhop’s Care, who if they 
‘ Tranfgrefs'd againft the publick Difcipline of the Church, 
‘ was Authoriz’d by the Imperial Laws to punifh them with 
¢ Excommunication.’ 

This he proves from a Canon of the firft Council of Arles, 
and gives an Inftance of this Power, in Synefius his Excommu- 
nicating Asdronicus the Governour, for his Cruelties and Blaf- 
phemies: But {till he owns, to the Glory of thefe Primitive 
Bifhops, That they Chaileng’d no Power, but .that which was 
Spiritua), They did not Wreft the Temporal Sword out of the 
Magiftrate’s Hand, and Dethrone -Princes under pretence of 
Excommunication : They claim’d no Coercive Power over the 
Bodies and Eftates of Men, though in After-ages they attain’d 
this Power, by the Favour and Indulgence of Secular Princes : 
Nay, it was accounted Difhonourable for Bifhops, to Petition 
the Secular Power againft the Life of any Man, whom they had 
Condemn’d by Spiricual Cenfures , and therefore St, Martin.and 
other pious Bifhops, refus’d to,Communicate with Ithacius, who 
prevaild with Maximus to Slay the Heretick Prifcilian. So 
Careful were thefe Holy Mento keep within the bounds of their 
Spiritual Jurifdiction. 


Next, our Author Obferves, That while they Concern’d 
themfelves only in the Exercife of their Spiritual Power, 
‘ They had an univerfal Refpe& paid them by all forts of Men; 
* infomuch, that no Chriftian would pretend to Travel without 
* taking Letters of Credence with him, from his own Bifhop, 
‘if he meant to Communicate with the Chriftian Church in a 
* Foreign Country. ” | 

Thefe Letters were of three Kinds, ‘The EpifPole Commendaw 
* toric, Communicatoria and Dimifforie. The firft were fuch as 
* were granted only to Perfonsof Quality, or thofe whofe Re- 
* putation was call’d in Queftioa, or the Clergy who Travel'd 
* snto Foreign Parts, The Second Sort were granted to all 


‘ who 
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* who were in the Peace and Communion of the Church, whence 
* they were call'd Pacsfite. The third Sort, were given only to the 
* Clergy, when they. were to remove from their own Diocefe 
* and Settle in another, to Teftify, that they had their Bifhop’s 
* leave to depart, whence they were call’d Dimijicria.’ All thefe 
were call'd Liter Formate, becaufe they were Written in a pe- 
culiar Form, with particular Marks to diftinguifh them from 
-Counterfeits; and it was the Sole Prerogative of the Bifhops 
to grant them, as appears by all the Ancient.Canons, fays our 
Author. | 

Our Author adds but one thing more concerning the Power 
of the Bifhops over their Church, and that is, their Authority 
in Difpofing of the Revenues of the Church ; to which purpofe. 
the Councils of Antioch and Gangra have feveral Canons, viz. 
© That all the Incomes and Oblations of the Church fhall be 
© Difpensd at the Will and Difcretion of the Bifhop, who did 
* not indeed always Difpenfe them with his own Hands, but 
* by proper Affiftants, fuch as.his Archdeacons, éc.* But thefe 
Officers were only Stewards under him, both of his Appointing, 
and alfo accountable. to him as the Supreme Governor of the 
Church. 

There are many other Curious and Excellent Remarks Re- 
lating to the Anci@ént Cuftoms of the Church, in the remaining 
Parts of this Book, which will be very acceptable to the Rea- 
der, that is a lover of Ecclefiaftical Antiquities: What has 
been here faid, may ferve as a Specimen, to fhow with what 
great Care and Judgment the Learned Author hath. handled. 


this Difficule and Important Subject. 
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The Mijcellaneous Remains of Monfieur St. Evremont and Monfieur 
Chevreau; Abridg'd and done inte Englifh. Containing many 
ufeful Moral Inffruttion:, and Pleafant Diverting Stories. Vol. ll. 
London, Prissed for Thomas Osborne is Grays-Inn next the 
Walks, and Samuel Butler at Bernards-Inn-Gate is» Holborn. 
1708. 120. Pages 324. 


HIS Treatife is the 2d Volume of the Anas, i. €. of the 

Mifcellaneous Remains of fome of the greateft Men that 
liv'd inthe laft Age. And as the firft met with a good Recepti- 
on from ail Ingenious Readers, becaufe it contain‘d fuch a va- 
riety of Difcourfes, which were ufeful and Inftru&ing:. So it Js 
hop'd that this fecond Volume: will at leaft be no lefs accepta- 
ble to the Ingenious, becaufe they contain the Difcourfes of 
Monfieur St, Ewremont, who is a Celebrated Author for Wit 
and Fancy ; and Monfieur Cbevreax, who has Written and Pub- 
lifhd an Univerfal Hiftory, and therefore may very well be 


fupposd to Underftand the Sele& Hiftories which are fit for 
fuch a Colleton. 


- To give fome fhort Account of this Treatife, which confifts 
of fuch a great variety of Comical and Ufeful Subjects, I fhall 
mention fome few paflages of the moft Remarkable Stories 

contain‘d in it, with RefleGtions upon them. And, 


I. The Hiftory of a Young Lady who left her firft Love, 


and Married another to pleafe her Parents, fhows how uncon- oo 


querable the: Tendernefs of the firft Love of a Woman is. 


Il. The 2d Difcourfe of Juftice} fhows that Men of Power 
have acquir'd a right to do any manner of Injuftice ; So that 
when a great Man breaks my Arm, | am counted very happy that be 
has not taken away my Life; And that the Praétitioners in the 
Law are moft Unjuft, and the Pro&ors moft Treacherous to 


the Perfon who Trufts to them, of which he gives feveral Ex- 
amples. 


on 
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___ After this, follows two Letters toan unknown Monfienr, in 
the firft whereof he gives fome Leflons of Morality out of Fu- 
venal and Horace, and fome notable Sayings of brave Romans, 


taken out of Florus and Livy. 


In the Second, He gives fome pieces of Hiftory, which are 
both Pleafant and Inftructive. 


Such:is that of Cato, of whom he Obferves, That he Died 
in Defpair, and that he was very free to lend his Wife to other 
Men, by which means his Family was full of Natural Children. 
Such is that Story of a Man who parted from his Wife by a 
mutual Gonfent, and afterwards Vifited her as a Gallant: And 
that of 2 Woman who had a, Young Man for her Gallant that 
was Dumb, and was valued for keeping her Secret beft. The 
particulars are fo many, that they cannot be inferted here, and 


therefore I fhall only take notice ; 


That he gives the Characters of fome great Men of diffe- 
rent Humours, and fhows that Apolonins was a Magician, who 
was aflifted by the Devil; and that a Demon was attributed to 
Socrates, wpon the account of his extraordinary Skill,in Mora~ 
lity, which was commonly negleéted by other Philofophers: 
That he Deferibes very Ingenioufly the feveral Humours of 
Women, and particularly thofe who fet up for Devoto’s ; The 
Folly of Impious Men, the True Rules of Eloquence, fuitedto 
the various ‘Fempess.of the Perfons whom we perfwade : And 
lafly, To Name no more, he gives an Encomium of Painting, 
and: am Astount of the Pafhons which a Painter muft have to 
draw: a trae-PiGare of ‘a General or a Lover; and concludes 
with a very’ Comicak Defcription of Pars, which muft be very 
Entertaining to all fortsof Readers. : 


‘ o dnd fo-nmach may-fiffice for a Fafte.of the St. Evremoniana ; 
what follows isthe Cheureana; concerning which, I Obferve ; 
That as the, Chtorran wrote an univerfal Hiftory, fo he was.a 
Man of univerial Learsigg, which he fhows im thefe Remains. 


1, By his Curious pieces of Hiftory, which are no where elfe 
ta‘be found, fuch is that of the Marquis of Breze, whom he 


Parallels for Chaftity with Scipio, who having manag’d and 
H carried 
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carried a Calife for a young Lady, ‘was {0 far from: aceepting 


‘the offer made by her Mother, ‘that fhe fhould make him fatis- 


fa&tion, that he advisd her to give ‘erfelf to God only, and 


carried her to a Convent, and paid the: Penfion for the firft 
Year. He fhows alfo great Skill in Critical Learding, by giving. 
an Account, what is meant by Sackecloth, Hair-cloth ana: Afhes: 
in Scripture, and what is meant by the: Alsbafter and:Oyle of” 


Spikenard in Mat. 26.7. and by a Camel paffing through the Eye of- 


a Needle, Mat. 19.24. And by fhowing the Miftake of:Painters, 


when they Paint A/ofes with Horns, whereas the Hebreax Word 


fignifies the Shining of Mofes’s Face ; to which we may add, a’ 


curious Criticifm concerning the Martyrdom of St. Polycerp, 
and the Miftake of Painters; who Paint I/aee on his Knees be- 
fore an Altar-with- Abraham behind him:' Ail which may be Read 
at large in the-Author, but-are‘too long to be here inferted,’ 


He fhows alfo his Skill in Natural Philofophy, by giving-an 
Account of the Nature of the Soul, which was unknown to the 
Pagans ; of certain Natural Antipathies, which are very odd ; 
and by fhewing from feveral Inftances, that the firft Nourifh- 
tent of Infants form their Temper, ‘and by prefenting us with 
feveral' curious Obfervations concerning the Pratice of Phy- 
fick , and by fhowing that the Leprofy which is common in Ire. 
Jand, arifes from the feeding on Salmon at the time of Spaw- 
ning. 
With all thefe, he intermixes feveral fine Sayings of Chrifi- 
an, upon her abjuring the Lutheran Religion , and feeing the’ 
Statue of a Naked Man; the laft of which is very Comical, for: 
being told by a Cardinal'who fliow’d her the Marble-Stautes, 
God be prais'd, that you bave a Love for the Truth, which Crown’d 
Heads cannot endure: I am of your Mind, Aniwers the Queen, but- 


all Truths are not of Marble. f 


And the Saying of Queen Elizabeth to lier: Parliament,. who 
having defired her, That fhe would be '‘pleas'd to Marry; or Name:a 


Surceffor ; the’ Anfwer'd them, Tost fhe wai 160 Old to Marry, and: 


#00 Young to think of making ber Will.’ And," 
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Of Fulian the Apoftate, and Maximilian the Emperor to a. 
bold Beggar ; and of Bias, who faid, Tbat of Wild Bealts a Tyrant 
is the moft dangerous, and of Tame Ones a Flatterer. | 


He has given us twe notable Inftances of the Power of Elo- 
uence. 
The Firft in Hegefias, who Difcours’d with fo much Strength 
of Reafon, of the Miferies of Human Life, and the Contempt 
we ought to have of Death, that he perfuaded many of his 


Auditors to Die of Hunger. 


The Second, which is much more wonderful, is that of Ce- 
far, a Man of great Wit and Senfe, who though he had 
good Memoirs to Convi&t Ligarizs, and.was fully refolv'd to 
Reveng d upon him 5. yet was fo Charm’d by Ciécere’s Eloquent 
Defence of him, that upon hearing of it, he dropt his Memoirs 
out of his Hand; and did*notionly Pardon Ligarsus, but would 
have him reckon’d ‘one of ‘his Chief Friends. 


He diverts the Reader with feveral ftrange Stories of Natu~ 
ral Antipathies, and of Men being born Blind, who could dit- 
cern Monies, Colours and Cards. - 


He proves, That Vertue is not its own Reward, and that it 
is to be defired mot for it felf, but for the happy Life that follows it, as 
Lataniius fays. 


He gives.a Character of Seneca, and Commends.what he has 
written about the Immenfity, Power and Goodnefs of God, 
and his Moral Precepts, except fome few that are Impious; but 
withal fhews, that he was a Manof a very bad Life, as appears 
by his Confenting to Poyfon Britannicus, and Murder Agrippina, 
and by Enriching himfelf with Legacies and Ufuries; fo that 
he was capable, faysour Author, of doing every thing which 
Avarice or Ambition could infpire into him. 


He gives an Account of feveral ftrange Cuftoms, fuch as 


that in Sweeden, where they who came out of the Stoves, pre- 
fently lie down in the Snow, or jump into a Lake. 
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And of the Phyficians in eZgypt, who meddle only with one 
fort of Difeafes. i R neg x 

And of the Chinefe, who pay their Phyficians if they Cure 
the Sick Perfon, but give them nothing if they do for. 

And of the Cerufi, as fome of the Germans were call’d, who 
when they catch’d the Lawyers in their Knavifh Tricks, cut off 
their Hands, and pull’d out their Eyes. 

And of the Barbarians, of whom Morus tells us, That when 
they took a Romen Lawyer Prifoner, they cut out his Tongue, 
and then told him by way of Sarcafin, Nanc ferpens define fidilare 5 
Now, Serpent leave off your Hiffing. & 

He fhows.that the Cuftom of faying God help you, to thofe 
that Sneeze is very Ancient, as being méntiond: in Apmleius,. 
Pesronius and -Pliny.. | 

I fhall conclude all-with a ftrange Story that he tells.out of 
St. ‘Ferem, of one who buried 21 Wives, the laft of which had: 
buried 19 Husbands. ia” : . 

All which variety of Subjects make fuch a:Curious and Plea. 
fant Mifcellany, that in all probability it will be very accepta-- 
ble to the Ingenious Reader... : 
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The State of Learning. 


, aite Contre l’Impurete par J. F. Oftervald, Pafteur de 
Pb aarac Neufchatel. M. Amfterdam, 1707. in 8vo. 
418, 
2 Hiftoire de Juifs depuis Jefus Chrift jufqw a prefent, &c. Par 
Mr. Bafnage,. Tom. 3. p. 912. 
| Harangues Joannis’ Alphonfi Turrettini, Paftoris; Sacrarum 
Antiquitatum Profefforis, Academie. P. T. Redtoris, de Studiis 
emendandis & promovendis Oratio Academica. Dicta eft ftatis 
Academiz Genevenfis folennibus die 19 Maii.17°04. At Gee 
neva 1706. in 4to. p. 30. 

Joh. Alphonfi Turrettini, &c. de Scientiarum Vanitate & 
Preftantia, Oratio Academica. Diéta eft ftatis Academiz Ge- 
nevenfis Solennibus, die 18 Maii.1705. At Geneva 1706. in 
4to, p. 36, * : 

Joh. Alphonfi Turrettini Paftoris, S. Theologie & Hift. Ec- 
clefiaft, Profefloris, Academiz P. T. ReGoris, de Eruditionis & 
Pietatis nexv,-Oratio Academica. Dida eft ftatis Academiz 
Genevenfis Solennibus, 17 Mail. 1706. At Geneva 1906. in 
ato. Pe 30... 

De Pace Proteftantium Ecclefiaftica. (1) Epiftola Paftorum. 
&_-Profeflorum Genevenfium ad Sereniffimum Boruffie Regem.- 
2 as let Borvffie Regis ad Epiftolam illam refponfum. 

3). Viri illuftrifimi Comitis 4 Metternich Sereniffimi Borvfiz 
Regis Miniftri Status, ejufque ad Helvetios Legati Extraordi- 
narii, Epiftola ad Paftores & Profeflores Genevenfes, cum re- 
fponfum: Regivm ad ipfos tranfmitteret. Accedit Oratio de 
codem argumento; dida flatis Academiz’ Genevenfis Solennibus. 
ibid. Jun. 1707. A Joh. Alphonfo Turretino Ecclefiz Genev. 
Paftore, S. Theol. & Hift. Eccl. Profeflcre, Academie P. T. 
Reciore. At Geneva in 4to. p. 78, 
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